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1 _ T~HE gazette of INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _ [Part I—Sec. (] 

Tffefi ^ ^ cTT^ ^ tJicIl'H ^ f^f^d ^ ^ 3TTq^ f^dN^' ^ 

3?crrRT cfJT 3f^#r STT; 

(ii) 5nf^cbl^ ^ W f^a«l«S XTSTcf)]^ Cpt ^ ?li% aft fyHFPft ^ ^ 

^ w#?T ^ to ^ ^ ir 3rq^ fto, ^ ^ 

^ arjfter an; 

(iii) nTf?Jn>rft ^ nrft^fcp f^'^q'l ^ i?cfj jil^ ^ ^ ^ cjft ^ 

^ ^fsj ftv^[ aft % ^ Mi'<Picf> n? 3nr^ R-cik n5^- 
(Jv) nrf^cHrft ^ f^d«i.6i Mifcij'i cpt 3nr^ ^ ^ ^ 

16.8.2002 '«i4vflPicr7 ^ sft 1«RT^r v3?ftn c^ af^Ri^41 3ik 
f^ dT^ c^ c^ nicTftofr % nrn an i ^r 4v^p^cb 

4 nm ^ nr^ ^ nrfM ^ nlf^cb w( ^ oq^ f%iT t^t f?|xn^ c^ ferfen ^ 

^ 3T^ftn %nT w an i Hn^ nrlM % ^ mR nra f^Rad arj^fj/tor n? 
f¥4^ niRfnnft gm fn wn ijRuiini’ if t^rnR f^nr w t; 

(v) pnRnnrft ^ fcri^ fln^ nrf^ gm fci5i? tut ;;Ti;5?ft n? artoftn 3r?fr mcft 

nn^cT Rrzm 6(7) c^ 3 ^ 3 ^ flcra^f n^fr c^ RrftepnaJ v^mch^ aft; 

(vi) ^ #nr^ecn cfft -qg apjftg %qT w an % g? wg 3?gRr ^nftn 
1415^ 4tn ggf c^ to TO ^ f^jT? n? ^ Tfi^ c^ 3nto ^ sfR ;3n^ cRp?; 

(vii) prrto gft ton ^ to nifM gRi n^ to 9 . 5.2002 ^ 
torgj toto ^r Rg^iRw f^gr w t ^ ^nfton ^ gn^ to ^rgro to w 1 1 

nrfto gRigTg^rf^^Tnrtofgffg ftont ^ ^ RpgRf^ 

ggT t; 

(viii) ^tofd Rrant c^ ftor 16 ^ ?n fto>gt c^ (cigR fto 3?fto4 

naqt/3n?n4 gn ^eiigi ^id Rd6i<€i nrfto gft 1 8. 12.2002 g^ ftor ggr an afh?isn nr 
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toft tonftoft n? "jft fg fto>gt ft ffttom tofR togr w ft i 



[Mtni—1 ] 




(ix) i||Rl<t>l<t>d^ SiRT elFra WcT “jft ^ 3fhf WTFJRTT cR3T Rlcsiol 

•q Tft Tfr) 3TmK ^ 'dcMKH ^ ^^edH cTFra 3fk “^TR^ ^ ^ ^ f^TRW Xjg 

%>t elFm ^ Piykui f^ W 2IT; 

(x) 5iTteT^ % <ij i R<ch i d>d^ §Ri 5 Rtt ^qxRT ^ M ^ ^ 

w I 

(xi) ^ Wcf 1 31^ 2000 % 30 2001 STartcT yTTcf 3Iclf^{^t 3jt 3TT^ ^ ^ ’if 

(xii) ^ sri^'iJxHI 4 3TRIT *** I^IFT Bd«N«^ Hlf^41 §RI %pft^ 3TmR ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^?ftcTT t afk ^ ?rB?I Urf^rcfjTft ItRI ^ ’TPTT TRIT11 

m(^€h»cbd1aft, 3}TORn^ gRi f^d«i«g ^ twr arf^tcgr^ 

5RT vJicA oiiu 

MElVt ^ Rmx 

1. STcST?^ f^Tc^ f^O- 

(^) 'dHM 

(i) ^nf^raJTft ^ Rjjjdchl / ^ l ^ l dchl W\ 3TftTT%T 3^ 3PPlftcT . 3^7 sIRT 

3ltcFtr ^ 3fraR ^ 3R^tcpK f^RJT vjfHT ^Tlfts ' dIHcl ^ 

^ f^r2ftcR^/3TPTRRft £[RT 'dHcl«tJ cRpr TfTJ SFTftrftlf 3Rr 

^ 3ricfj# vJMcREJ ^ t I UTf^RiT^ % 3Nft 5frPR> 3n^ ft ^ ft ftftcT 

fft^TT t fftj fftftfcT^/STFTKRft gRI cTPra 3fk 3RT ftftftcT 3n^ IT?^ 1ft>^ ^ t 
3Tftftfftt2i 3Rr ft ^ 3m ^ t I 

(ii) #ft/5Tftf^RFT^ ^sicplft ^ 3TR ft TfTi arjftg 3Tf5pcTreTfftT t I fP^ ^ SIR ft 

f% jnfftwft'ft ^5T ^ crrftt <t>i4cii^ sift-^iRjcp <*>i4qi^ t, 3T?^5rrafftT 
3rgftEi ft ^ sRfttepR ^ wpft I ^ ^ ^ ftf 

t % f^R^d 3T^ftefr ft cRgd: ^raPT t I ^ ^ =pftr g>r t fft’ 
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^ ^ w ttstt sr^rf^icT t fyRJ^ 

^ 3TT£fR f, cfR^ 3T^iTIcf ^ ^ | 

Mch^tfexiui f^cRTJl c^ ^ ftr^rfcrf^ 4T? |f- 

(i) 3TM ?T^ 3 t^ Tj?r ^ w t # Mct^ ;gRi ^rr tor ^fRiT t i 

?TRT TT^ ^ Plilldcf) ^ ■'HHM ^ ^ ^ ^ "m 

^^ 11 

(ii) ^ WRT afk ■jft 3iiJi!xi4vHch # Mil^icbi'^) ;gRi l^raWr ;5Rr ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ T^tcfjR ^ f^ TFfT ^RftcT ^ t i^RT^ f^-ntdcbl c^ ^mRchf^d 
TTTf^ -4 ^ 3n4t t 1 

(^) >3?ng v;^ mR ^ 

(i) ^ ^ 4t ^ ■§■- ^•'j<?1'<, dl^cl i+Ai^-qy ^jq^rR yi^vjj, jl^olX ^ 

e'S^^-s' I fq^f ^ 5f?4^ g§t 'vJcqKd WTcT t 3jk SRcT ^ 

vlMdVl fcfRH W # I 3RIM, ^^W ?RT W# 11^ f^l^FT f^R*ff ^ 

4m "c^lNIc^ 3RR qRcl^^l'Udi # 3jm dcJ^'HK ^ ^ tft 4t q5t ^ f^Rjff sfR M q^ 
rnWR fmrr ^ I qiRlcblthd^ ^TyfR q§t ^ qR^ ^ f^ W ^ 4t 4t qft ^ 
1^RF4 qq qR4 c4 WT # I , 

(ii) XRT 3Tq4 Rqflld W ^ T^qj ^ ;3cqK t qiRlchlcbdisit ^ slcqidd mTT 

^4^q> 3?^^ t 3fR ?WT ^qqm 3ik 4 f^RTT qrRTT t I 

(iii) f^cv^c 4 ^ ^ 4t 4t ^ 'jqqtq ^ ^ ^ -H- 3im ^ ++ 3 tt 4 qft ^ iRT ^ 
tiqt'Jl'l 1[RI 'MTWII 4;^pR 3TTcIT t tvRm ^ 4f W?n t’ 3jk qjq^ q^ gq: 
^srqiq q;.) ^tq^n # I 

(iv) ^Rrqq ^31ltq 4 ^ ^ 4)4t qq >3q4tq ^ WT 4r qJH qfr ^1%qiT ^ 

mRrqW ^ qMt wRJt t, ^ qtqrr qqr^ ^ yTM 11 w f^<t>cq 

qTfenmr<mfon^^ t i q«nf^r, yif^i^q^cHi^e-d q^t site cnqq m ^Ror. w ^ ^ ^ 



[WT I ] 
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^ f^ w |3TT t ?r8iTf^r, ^ fwr 

^HdH t I 

(v) ^3iJt»T xr?T ^ ’^t ^ ^ 1^5^ 3#? M ^ (^Pinfui ^ wm t cranf^r. 

^ ^ vJTRn t % ^3#^ 3iY? f^dv^d ^ vi^ irs ^ 

'HHMdl t ! 41 y|chi' ^ ^ W xfcl^ t 1%d^ Tjlim 3jYf ^ 

5r5^ witosff ci^ ttjt ^ ^ ^ ^ 14# # ^ t i "fi# ^ ^ -rm 
afrf Yfe’'#toT HiV^d I?TT ^ 3TR Yrs''t I JT^, ^ WTcT # ^ ^ t 
f^dvifd ^ 3TcR 

^ 11 

(vi) Pliildch/3iiiiidcb iM fen nnrnFcfefeTT^^Tft^^^ ^afcf> ^ t afk ^ fe 

*^rfl<+l (V>W # 3TcFT fe? wY # '»1'{0'<d ^ f?T8ZnFfn> 3^? CPS' ^ 

wn w[ ^?nmT 11 

(vii) ijipcicbitbdisff ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ fen^nftn ^TTCT t fe 

^RT 'dWiRd '3?TT^ ^iT 'Snfel ^jRlcfl 3iY? (^Cv4c feff viaVil gRI fezTT ^ ^ 
t ! 3nT: f^dv4d 3fk ^iM gRI TT^T ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ dMijVl ^ ^ 

3RinT ^ t I 

(viii) ■^t 4141 ^ 3RT t<YcJ^ f4Pl*lldl ^ (4'H'tl ^ ^ # W) f^dylc 3^? ^f^cpT felt 
daVil fe ’d*HM # 14# nR^ ^ I 

3tcp€fe^ ^ ^ PlHloiRad ffe? ^ f- 

(i) nF dl^viiii virmT t fe ^ l^d4fd ^ nfensJ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I^ft I^ft Ytf 

11 McRj/siTfera^ 3fer fet ^ wSn ^r 3IRFT 4into ^ 

^ 3i'tm>ei ^ f’ I 

(ii) 'seiVi cR^i gn 'dd^iH'i ^r 4 ^ 1^ iHll^l«»>i^l ^ STTfet ^ fe f^c^td 
f4Pt*ildi3ft sit? <jfTi«i>i vjeiVi ^ ftferfcfTsit fefr 4 'jfen rtw srfer 3lt? 

^ felt # Tjg? 14^41 # # t i 
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{^) 

(0 WTrT IR Cf^ ^ t ^r^lcblchdi cFT ;3?7T^ 25% t | 

(ii) 3T^ TI^ ^ W # TT^ 3M 

^ 11 f^ri^ ^ inMk ^ ^ ^ f I 

(iii) ^ cf^pj^T |- vdM'^'|cwi3Tt ^ xSlfpl ^ 3T^ %ZIT T^RTT t I 

^'=1'^ ^ ^ ^iqd/^fira ^ 3T^ ^ ^ f^ 

^ntercFHit ^ m\ wt^ir cpt ^ 1%^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cfR^ 3j^ Vj>{icr5| cfR^ cR 3?f^Ig>R ^ | 

(iv) 3P^ ^JPTT^ ^ ^ ^nf%rcpT ^ %T 3PPTT ^PCfsJ^ ^ t 31 ^ 

^ ^ rttt^ cF5t ^ l^rPTf^ 11 

(v) ciMt ^ ^3cqT^ ^ ^ CR^ ^ ^ ^ 25% % 

3Tfs^^TOTt lf^5(3) (^) 3fk(^) 

|r I 

(Vi) ^ 

^ % f^felT t 3jk W^\f^ f?m 5(3) ^ 3T^5rT m^cb>{u r ijof^ % 

'^■ial^vji*-j<^ ^ I 

ggg g^ tow ^ ^ 3T^ %? tht f. 

(0 1^f^ ^ % 3?crf^ f^o TOT # ^ f 2002 (143) f TJ^ ^ 244 

^ ^ cl«^ ^ TT^p ^ ^ 

W # Ttr ^r T^ ^ ^ g^ I I 

(ii) ^ !nfSTO« 

^ W * W ^ *1^ mcf) ftftrjlit #; 5^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

W ait 51^:^ ijalTr w ^ f^ ^ tn=n !iii TOm 11 




(^) 

(i) 


^ 5RI 51^ 3Tt^ ^ t tjJcRq^ 


HRi THT MRcpen 


■ I iPCi -! ■ >j- i nf V TcnJV 


(ii). t ^ Pl^^clchl ^ 3isjsjgw ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ 31WT ^5^ ^ ar^^aj^WT ^gi# <6h\^^ 

% ^ ^ WiM ^ ^ 3fr? ^ 3ft^ «praT '34<?|R|^ ^ 


3TWR ^ cIW ^ ^xIH I RP^ I SRI 1^rf^ WTcft ^ 3T^ ctFRT ^ ^ ^ 


HHci^l'g PT I 

(iii) ^ Ct7 l 4cjl(^ q t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^r Ilf ^ qiftcpiq>dt3Tt % it ^ 

it ant w ^ 3n^ Jn^ t fWr ^TTfiTH ^ it 4t 4t ^ 3n^ 

^fq^ "M i 5Rf^ t I 

(iv) w^ ^ i 1^ cntmn iq^ittttt^w^iosqTTitt, ?iszi^ 

t uf nr^ fRf if^iT PiytRn arf^RjcR it^ ^ 3Tf^ t afk ^ 

qrjif i qjCT aii^ t t^Rii c^tnn q^qcf>RRnq> jnnn qf ^ t I 

(v) qieq i i t t^mmctt 1995 ^ ai^ i ^ ^ Tirq? 8 ( 3 ) i %-nT^ aiiaiiRsn nicr M 
(qqqrrt)^^^^^^ 3Rr ^ ^ ^ WSJ itq ^Rnitt ntiRrsn 

^irf^r^t I ^ f^aroft i uf it ^ iw t ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cfT^ xnffi ^ ^^nmq? i usir f^rtrt% nrqis ^ ai^ q? qq? aisjc^ciwr 
qTcn ^ t it q? ^ ancRw ^gxRT qqn 11^ jnfi^ 5Ri 


iixfRf^ WTT I 

(vi) qi^ qmi i, itq tiqWr i nrtiqqi qi arqi qii ^ q>^ ^ 

qjit l4i<ci>H4tq im afkqqW q^cn i?T t 

CR^: ;3^qmirq?r^qj^^qTqqtt qtFMT t itq q5t qRR 

arsjcqqw q5t ^ qi^ i ^ qqF q^it ^ wm f^ ^n f, 3lit 

qit qj;^ q^ q# ^ t I aiq: fiiqq t aiq Wqqi ^ qii lir 
qnq qifrfij ^ qqq>t aiq^ qqn fi^qT qn ^qn t, i arit it arni qii qi 
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^ ^ t I w 3{aJ oirgw ^ ^ WJT ^ wrfM 

^ 3tcT#E^ 3fl7 5n#ra> if ^ ^ wiW ^ 

STTETR ^ 'd41x1H HR! cTPraf ^fFtcT 3RI c^nTcT 

^TTTcj^fcFRtrf a^lcl Pi'<'td f^njT uTFlT 3fl7 i^irqcMchcilsft £[RI ^I8JT MRcr)(^ld MIcH 
#TT xrrflt? I 

(vii) ^ f^Tcf^ tf^#^^3TTt^XRT£[Rr Mcblf^ld 3TT^ cfif 3R#fjR ^ ^ tj4 
^ ^ ^ ^ ^ rnfllT % 3TRITcT dl^cIM ^ 

^ t 3TKncT 3T^ ^ ^ 3T^ #3^ ^ ^ ^ t g^fffcTj 

^TT g>T 5rm^ ^ arto 11 

(viii) ^^^ ^ ^fSJTftcf cf)T^ t ^ Plijldcbt ^ TTRT 'dIHM ^ ^ MRc<?dd ^ 
if ^xRT ^ 3fR/3TSM 3T5^ ^ W\ SlRld^N afR OTdT t I 
6 ( 4 ) ^ aicl^d '!MT ar^f^RT vJHcI®! ai^^T^ ^ qiqv^q Piqlflcf} i{jx|^| 5 R^[cI 

^r ^ vlH^^cb>< 3R7W ^ t I 6(8) ^ JTFraPT ^^JTPT if gf^cT ^ cTT^ 

^ t affr afR R-nidcbt ^ anwi ^ g i1^4> i ^ ^» i 4>dfa ft 

gRT ^XRT airgR tR 3TFr ^ ^ chRcl l j ^ t I 
(ix) f^T 6 ( 4 ) ^ afcPtw, ^ IMt fc|f%^ if ^xRT ?TT^ ^ firiFff ^ 

aRpfd '^^ aiPiqi4 T?cf} dlf^^ti -arr^ stt I jnf^ra^r^ ^ Ri'iifdcbf/aTr4id4»1 ^ ^ 

arfcTRcRT an ^ ^xrt arf^Y^ ^ wr if ^ ^ ^ 

aFraft^ aRT»Tf^ # I ^ Pi^q -1 t anif aft? aicRR ^ urn? afk 
^ ?RcT if? sTMR arst oqcRsn f^npff w cTrg i^ cn^ 6(8) ^ arraR 

^ arrir ^ ^Rjqi^ cp?^ xiif^k< I 

gtBtPtftxm f4ci<{ui c^ if Pf*^(^Raci ^ 

(i) mc^ ^jzffrr ^ ^ Pi^qF t w\ Pi4d<*>) c^ ^ argfxRT ?;?? ^ ^ 

?^ f t^n# ?i^ ?q % x?cp if? arst ogcrmr cpqRnrt jtht t i ciMt 
^ ^ if? fcfTTDH arafcqcRBiT ^ cpxpft ’TPTif w\ ^ arm ^ t ??i^ 
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[qpTI—1] 


(ii) 


PlRi^ i:?n W^RT $'«97) ^ vJcMT^ cTFRT ^ ^ t I 

w\ ^ ^ P i P i [% ^ ^ ^ ciFRft ^ ^f>raPRT Wr ^ 

^ ^ Wcf cf^ cf>JT ^ t i^n% 3 Ts 5 cZTcfW 91^ cfjqf^ 

TTRT t I 

^ t ^ 5fTf^m>i^ Mcrp gM ^ ^ srf^te Wr 13fi7 

zfrRrajT^^ ^ arj^ET ^ srj^ ^ cprzit?5raFT cP^ t i 


(^.) grf^, ci)rfPiTctR5 atk ^ 

(i) gif^ uim ^ 3Tf^ ^ ^ wr ;nf^ ^ ^nteraRitsit ^ ^ 

qi^cfjf^ ttt^ Rif^ ^ 3 t 4 ^zRfw c^ ^ ^r ^ I^RcraFfm ^ 5R^ ^ 

1^ t FiM ^ 3T^ 1^ ^jutoWfgfr ^ 1^ ^ 

c^ 3TmR ^ 3Tf^ WT ^ ^n1%^ Wif^h ^ ^ ^ gT^czj-g^ grerr 

vsnciT t I 

(ii) 3T^ fcT^n^t^ 'Hciidcbl 'jIT5f g5t ^ t ^ ^ tcri%^ 

5rra^ ^ wl^RT m ^ ^ ^ ^ 1aii^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

% ^Tuftf gr^ i<iFqcpicpqigfr c^ mI^'J'ch f^it% ^ ^ ^ * 

(iii) ciciH R ^ ^ chcficft gfpf gR ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^5^ ^ gf^ t I IT? ^ t f^ g^ ^ ^ ^ 

fil^gR^^t^gTsjf^jRTgn^tigRT: g^ gi^ ^ ^ 

Tf^tcnj;^ ^ ^ Tjrit 11 ^r gRgf^ ^ grt gt t i 

‘ (iv) 1^gRTR ^ qiRi4>Tc R(f glhf igf^fgJT^ c^ #ei giggn 

^ t f^ragg ggrgr w wcrr 11 

(v) ^gRigg^r ^ ^gg f^ratw sfr? ^ gng5% gtg% gg ^ ^nerR g^ 11 

ti i Ri(t> i cbd^ ^ w fg grf^ g^ sprft gfR ^ gra? gR^ ^ ^ gg ^ 

^ grj^ ^ grf^igjR % I gRT; f^g^gg^/gngRig^ ^ Rgg gf gtg g^ gg g^ 


3C^8^i^iD3- 2 
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^ t ^ vit^iqcn'j cpt 3Pr^ cTFTcT 3fk 
3T]i^^ijchdl I 

(vi) ^ f^cf^ # % f!fj# f^Tf% # ^3fff7T ^ ^ WlcTT, ^ ^ 

^ 3Pft^ ^TFlclftwri ^ TO I 

3ra>^c}RPT l^cRPT ^ f- 

(i) ^ ^ ^ ^r ^^RsJcfj ^ ^ ^ ^ i frlch l cbdl ^ 

^ t. ^ t ^ ^ f^ ^ ^ ^ f^M^d 11 

(ii) ^Jlfrn ^ ^ ^ ^ g^SJcT: Tg?s£f ^ ^ ^ gjROT W 

"fRT t FcITeFT ijcf ^ ^ TTI?^ ’ft t, ^ ^ 

?rmf^ cf ^ t ^ ^ ft ftftg 3 Tsi^ jmra ^ ^ ft 

^ ^TT% ^ ?RT ^ ^ fftj^IT ^ Wc!T 1ft> ^ ^ 

^ yrm wi t i WRf^ anWr cfft ^ ^ eftft ajsr^ 

^ 7fsn?J ^ ^ ft 't41chN ^ ^ w?TT t r 

(iii) ^ fftqfcRj m ftftg 11% MIddM ^ ^trIPT ^ 

3TRPf^ W fttcfT t 3fk ^ 3iM<i-q-i ^fu^d ^ ^ ^RkTI t 3ft^ 

Tm^ ^ ’j^rauft jnrm ft cpttt? ^ ^ mn^ ^ ^ wcit ti 3ic^ 
3T^f^Tft 3lk fft ^lf^d 11 

(iv) ^ ^ t % ft^ M ft wcf 3ft7 3R^ trr^JT ^ ^ t sft^ ^ 

xjgjJTT^ 3TraR ’idcl^ft WHId ft iiiC’ixIsD PFTlft ^ T-trfkl ft 3fk Pl^<Jd ft 

1ft> JfTf^cblft ^ I 

(v) ^ ft) 'doT^<3 <n'<’ii jnftfft^ ft gfo^ Wnft ^ cTFTcf ft fT^ ft ^TTSgftJl ^ ft 

ft ft aft^ jnftr^rft cfft yn^ ai^ ^ ^ ftRdjf^d niPSid ft aff^ 

cPTTft ^ 'gifft5j ?n% ft trrsJT ^ g>R»R^ ft ^rrt ter 

w ^ I 

2. ft^ yfar f^O 



[Wll—731T5 1] 




II 


3Fg ^ 

(i) oft^ f^o IRT (^e4ci1 ^ TirjiT ^r w ^ ^ ^ opm 

32000 ^ jrf^ ^ ^ <340 ^ yTT^ ^ ^ ^l*fl<l ^ fciPiRd ^ ^ ^ ^ 

liUN^I Sft^ Tf^T ^ t t 

(ii) FT ?R ^ ^ ^ t % f^O w ^ ^ ^ ^ ^TW 

^ 1%^ c^tg^ c^f^chc^ f^o {?sr w ^ W) ^ t fyRra>T f^f^Rtor ^ 

# w 1^ 'jfRT t I 

(iii) 3»<iidtb cfe 

^ 3l|<Jldcb ^ 3Tf?tg ^ t I 

(iv) Pi<iia<i» ^ Rhk 

(i) TFrai^ dmxiwf ^ P><i(o 

{W) ( ^xliyilj^d gik WTH 

(i) ^ ^ rapl^^ui ^ 3fcFT 3fcFT 3Jl^j^n3Tt ^ ^ WR ^ ^ t 3ik 

^ sfcPT 3icFT ^ t I #n1^rcp ^ 3fk teSe ^ ^ w ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Jlr 3TcFT 3foFT ^5^ ^Tcft t FTTf^ ^ ^ ^TRPT ^ 3Ti^ 

f^|>f^ ^3dTR ^ vJIFpft ^ UTW Hl^utlH Plchei^'1 I 3R: 3T^^ t ^ 

TRT €t ^ ^ ^ Smi ’TTf^, 5lfrR%5T ^ cbRUUdlcb ^ ^ afcHT 
SfcRT ^ ^ ^ I Site 3fR ^fxRT uRuih #7t I 

(ii) ^ ^ ^ uIF Pltiiocr> ^Rlf^Tsp vJ^Vl HqVi '^T^ 

TRT ^ Tft it g>T 3ri^ra) ^r RPi*iiui ^ ^ t ^ >3sitn ^ 

f^Mor ^ 51^ ^ gicft TRT ^ ^ xft g>r ^ ^ t I ^ ^ 

aftr 3i1%TT ^3?qT^ ^ yr gpf x?^)FT aroPT t P i ei1y» i ai^rfe?T t ift 

nRl^l^iit 4 31^^ t XRT ^ ^ ^ ^ jran^ ^ ^ ^ ^ yfF? I 

(iii) f%dO!e 4 ^ gieft TRT ^ It ift 3RraT Hfcl«J>dd: dM^t^l ^ >3l^ 

^ t I FT ^ ^ f ^ 4 ^ RP | h1» I 
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■^‘.ajcfi ■RTTT <945^ I 

(iv) ^ vH^Rid ^ ^ ^ 1%^ ^ t i ^ T i^ ' cb i cbdla fr ^ 

t c^^fi ^-Allcii ^ ^ ^feiTT 5RfrfT ^ t 1 cfSTTf^ ^ ^ 

f%?n t % ^ ^ ^ ^ cf)T ^sqiijJi 3lk 3Trzrqt c^ 

^ ^ t ^31611% ^ WFT^ ir ^^JTcfjT >cJM 4)J| "ntefr ^ fM 1^ 

^dT t I ?JTRT 3r5%£[ t % ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ jRfrq qff 

^fn t I Ti^ ^#rT ^ wqsN ^r ^ ^Ivjichi qtcRrt # qfr 

2002 q5t t I ^ 41vHch1 q?r ^ t cRfff^ % yim 31^1^ ^ 

qff t I T[^ ^ ^ ufpn xirflq q? wq 3Tc[f^ C^ T3#q cItT 

4^ Tif ^ ^ ^ cf^ cj^r qj^ #3^7 3T^ q^ I SlcPn, 'dMd'i? 
q^rq qq ^tvucni ^ c^ ^ ijcfq^ cf^ cf^tTfrit qq vdc^<y t 3ik 

wm ^ qrkcT c^ qi^ if 1%^ '^d'flqdl q^ cpqqr Wiq q^ t i 3l?f: q^ >3^ 

qrq q^q wtwt t, q^ t I cr^; ^pqfiiqi 3Tq^ qR^ qjt ' 

TT^qq qiqr ijq q^qr t qqff% qq qqqq (^d^e ^ ^ t I siq: 

f^'e^ q'sfrq 3fR 't1'dPi0 q^frq ^ qq ift ^ ^iqiq q^ qjqq aHq 
§rf^ qfl viTiq 3TcTq 3Tdq q^ unq I 

Mchdd Rld’<m ^ vjq^ ^ fi>)q qq f 

(i) f^tdq^ q? 3T5^q f^jqj sq % qq ^ ift c^ #!fftq> fl^ slk f^dv^d Tf^ ^Tqrq 

qr^ q# # i q? sr^q fcfjqr qqr sq ^Rri^fq? xjifrq srq^ yRs^q qff g? 5 iq: 

3qqTf^ wnq q^ qRT ^ qRdT t 1 q? ^ qqr q? % tejfe 

^ wiVt ^ ^ qiR i Rqd jrf^jqrq qR^ q^ t afR ^wr 

^TqVr ^3qq ar^qqtq c^ wq q^ ^ t ! wnqq qqqq afk -^m 

^d'r qqqj^ c^ qq^qq araq 3Tdq t i 3Rf; wl^r ^ ^iqrq q^ ^ "M ^ ^^tq>R 



[^1—t] 


^ TTsm ; 
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to ^ ’THT w STT, cTsnft, 3lk ^3?^ cnw ^ ^ ^ 

^cHT ^ ^T^rrat^ ar^if^ ^ I 

(ii) 5WCT ft^TOT *i 35 fic^’ra 11 ^ ^ ^ ira ^ 3ft ftaSt gfl 
Tit 8ft, amft fH5Tcr353ft*^5a*f^3ran3ra33i1ft3 jnfraaRtl aft ftfisai 
gaftta aftaa 5 ? aft at sft i aft>ntt ft 3RR ^ 35 aai aa anai t fift aiaiR ft 

a=# ania a^ a« aiai anai 11 afft 35113 an=raa ^ at aftaa ft aftt ^ aa 

to 1t Vt ^ ^ ^ ^ * 

IS. ^ 3nqR 

(i) 'zr? ^di^i ^ 3TT7 srr^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

to tor w ^ t fto^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ t^O ^ ^ t 2002 (143) 244(1^ ^) ^T ^ to ^ 

Tfto ^ to ^ Iciwro ton yncTT t f^to tolRd afk to toft 

if to ^ «ft tor ^ w 3i^aT ^ ^ ^ 1to ^ 

HM-fta d^d ^ wji^ii -^ ■nFfto ton to totot to t 
^ T;jcf> ^ ^ czmra ^ ^3^ to to t I 3T^«i 11^ tto ton tor 4 ^ 
?R? cipj; to t toflj toto #? to to torto to toto 11 

•gcRCT >3^ ^ '{^♦^r^fed f«^ ^ 

(i) arjte t torto ft ^ ^rwn m to to ton t tft^ ton tor ^ 
^sftt ft #to ^ ^ fftftn ^ to to to t r"^ toto «rT6ntot aik 

Iftto to ^ mRutpt torto t i to toto 3ito ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ftt ^ sTcPT 3r^ toton ft sft? ft to ft ^ ^ ^ 

^ f\i toftto arm?? to to ft ^r^:. to ft to to 

1to to to ft I toft? to ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part! —Sec. 1] 


t ^ ftMf ^ ^ ^ ^ ^tht w m>m t i -a? 

3T5^ t ^ ^ cf^ f ^ ^ ^ c fiMP^^i 

^ wfM ^ ^ erm ^ ^ ^ ^ sTR^r 

^ WT ^ f 11%fi7t ^ ^ ?f^ ^ arsmr 

^ ^ t cF?iT gif^ ci^t ct^ ^ xjxr xjct # xjxr w 

XM ^ 1^1^ TTT^ ^ ftj|5t cp^ ^ f^ ?TBZI 8 it I ^rZR snf^ ^ T^ fW5( ?T»!I 

^ y^fflcT cp^ ^ tpufr^ ^ t >3^ cR^ ?T^ # ^l^ ^ # | 

HFT^ ^r 4ci<^5'lch Tn^ ^ ^ ?T^ ^ ^ I 

(ii) ;rrfto^ ^ ^\^ t % f^^i ^ 11 3?^;^ t % ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t t% f^toi 

'T^ ^ I 3TcMT ^J'Hi 'tlql'an ^>IW ^ ^chdl 1^RT% g?|Hd 

3^’intcrcT ^ ■ffcp^ t fcp^ ^7^ ^ 'dl4vjip|cj) f^o SRI ^T4vjlf^ch f^o 
^Pt c{5t Tpjt 3TR^ ii cra 4 t^ ^ # wifift i 5 ^ ^ ^ 

^if^=ft qr 5^Tf4^ cR^r ci^t ^iw 1 1 

(iii) 5nf^T^ cfTT irPRI M ^ i f^cpl g5T '^T^Te^T t I 

3F5%SJ t 1 % ^RI 0 ^ c^cf^ TT^ ^ 4 ^ ^PTT rflfl^J ^[f^ ^ ^TTfeJ^r 

5m ^r '3Mc1«J ^fRI^ vjfHT ^ ^ RT t^<P | ^ ^ ^flRim ^ 

3T#T ^ i 3T5^tr # % ^ 3IRRI ^ cb^uj ^ 7 ^ ^ f^ TJrf # Xr^ 

^ W ^TJtRT 55WI cRt ^ ^Rl^ t 315^1 W 53^ ^ ^ ^ 
gRT ^f)?T Tf^ 2JT I ^ ^ 3If^ t % 3TmR ^ ^ ^ M t I 

?ttRT 3T^£I t % 31^ ^gzRT ^ ^ ^T??M f^McTT ^ ^ if ^ tTHT 

53TPTT Tirltv ait^TT^ cpf 5 ^ 3I^5||c7H|i4 ?T^ Typyy ^ | 

(iv) 5nf^fcpr5t 3R?i if ^ ^^qi<y ^ f^RrfcT^ ^ ^ITSI ^ifcicblcpdt ^ ^ ^ if 

3T^«I 1T7 I^IxIR ^ i^ f?tT77^ ^ f I tt^ ^ 4ft ^ | 



[HFTI— 


»IR5I^Tr3R^ : aiWIMK'WI 


15 


(^) 

(i) ^ mRuiihI' ^r ^ ^ czrawT ^ ^rh ^ ^3c^ ^ 

*1^1 ^ 31^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 31^ fcTJ Pi<l^dcfji 3TSRT 

3TFITcRf>t ^ ^ 3ra^ TKRT ^ W t I 3^: WTRT ^ PiyRuj 

^ 11 

(ii) 3?^^ t % ^MR 3T8j oZl^W ^T?n ^ t 3fR WI ^T 3ik 3lte ^TTPU 

^ jniRT RT ^ f I 1^Rft ^ 3T^^ t % 3T^-l' ^ 

^ 7 ^ 3ld<id vJli'ci ^ ^ ^ ^ «Hvxi'< 3TSj cZra^dT ^ ^ if 

3lf^e1*<l cPW ^ t aft^ 3Ttr^ ^ ^ >3l%^ ^?r*R 

^ ^ t I 3?Rj^ ^ mRuIIHI ^r cf>t 3T8j oqgw ^ WT ^ vJocI^ ^ 

t 3fl^ ^ WT ^ JRT^ ^R^ ^ Rrafeg^ 3lk 3||^ldchT ^ 

3TcRR W t I 3RT: -HIHM ^ m\ RyRu| Rm'HIj'dR ^RTcT ^ t I 

ws€t<5^ ^ <f f^HlclRad ^ f 

(i) H45clcr.>:u| f^cRR ^ '^W ^TFTT W t PlMdchl’ ^ 3mc^5T ^ ^ ?41cbK t 

^ % ^ToTR 3Rlfaigw ^TeH ^ t v3^ jrfrff^ ^ ^ 

cf>t ^jcRT cf)t t I Rnspf ^ ?WRf^ vjrrar 11 RratcRf^ ^ f^if^ ^ t 
^ wm 3Tstc^^W ^TRT t I cTSTlf^r, Rl^' ^ ^ 1^ "ql^ ^ XJ^ ^ 

^lyfR ar^STcRSTT WT ^XTFTT vjfraT t ^ X3^ JlRlPlRl ^ ^ rRH qR^ ^ ^ 
f^ill XjTRT [ 

(ii) ^ ^ Rr^ t Rfj WTHT ^ RR^^ftqRR ^ ^r vjft ^ 4c< l ^ ^ "Tf t W 

yi^RlcT) RjTzr ^ Ri<gid'i 'qn xtfR xjccRFT qR?^ f^iiT 'xrqr ^ i f^qn) if ^ ozjg^siT ^ 
nRiRiRr ^ ^ xRR ct?'(^ ^ ^ 4t RTRft T^if^s' i Rfqidcb 4^ Tnj ^ 

WR^ ^CRPT ^ 3TrsrR XT^ ^ # Rl4<id qR WdT # I X?^’ wRlf^Rt ^ ^ 

WT ■>7R?T ^ XRFT cf>t ^JxRT Pi-nidcu'i ^ 25.11.2002 4) xyg- gj^ 4t 'nf I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1} 


cpt SIM'H cpT 2IT I ^ 

11% 2002 vjrNr ^ ?f[ i ^ w<R ^ am etcn 

PTF^^T ^ TRj ^ ^ ^ ^ -qf 2ft I ^najcfj arg^ ^ 

f^ -ci^ qTift<T 3 Tcrr jrpt f^ w t i arcTrar, m1 ^ci>i^ ^ ^ 

STTcR^ t cl? T)<j-rj cp^ ■% ^If qiMcj^'j qft yim I g cpeH 

^ qjq^ m fcpzq w t tr ^ wr fHlxiR fftRi tri ^ i 

(iii) ?Er 4R TRT^ cfft ^ afk ^Kd ^ ^ f^cp|>H ^ ^ ^r?| if 

^orfiTI ^ XR fclxiK fciRT W TRRT # I 

(^) gri^, <PRU|lcHcb ^ aiR 

(i) fW ^ ci^ if ^ NjliW cfft i%fMf qq ^ qRf^ 1^ ^ t I ^ ^3?qRq ^ 

if aTRTcfr qq ai^w t afk ^ ^Jifrq w qftf tirt jrr ^ 

'fRRT I qRTR if ^ % \ 31^ f ^cp i cPdf cRT TR 

qEf # qef eft qixJTR 11^ qft ;fn2f unR I W W fftj ulR 
3R% eft c{1mm ^Keftq fftfftqfcTTaft ^ qRTR f%^ if qft^ fiRNe anf ^ i ar^g ^ 
t|^<.^ vi£lVl qft qftf 5 Tf^ ^ 3^7 qjRRRRj q? ’Jt’fxT: aRR # I 

(ii) ^flcT cftlHd ^ Pltlf^Oi ^ ^ if 9ft qftf TRft^T ^dl^ l fcf>^ trj 

^ arRfq? ^ t I ar^g t ^ ft sft^ arftlftfttg arm xr 

qRRI aiTq I 

(iii) ar^ t ft aiRicft gq ^ f|m ft xjqftR ftg t | itr^ ^ 

fftfftqfcT ^<S4C1: ferine ^iftq gft yRij^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I fts XRT ^ xft xft ^ 

aiRRft ft f^cufc fts XRT ^ xft xft ^ fftfftqftnaft ^ ^rfft gff ^ i 

(iv) 3T^ t fft> ft. ^ TRT ^ TR.ftt qft^qr. xlPT gpRR 

^iiR5c=g (^) ftt %. ftftr. ^RR ftqf^RR wft3 ^fjR^ 

ftg ^r gR^ fftrrft f^. ft 2002 ft 9 TRg ^ gftf f^Rftr 
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t I 3Tf^£r t ^ ^ WT5t 3Tf^ t 3fk ^ ^ 

cR^ ^ cfRTiT 1^mWf ^ crrpJif^ch ^ oiici^i4 ^ 1 1 

(v) ‘jft 'iccl'y W t 3RT ^Icjch ^ ^ illRichl C^ 3TTHT ^ 

1%^ t I ^j=RT ^ ^ cfR^r IN w ^ ^ ^ 1^ ^ cf^ 

^ 3#cf7 XT? arq^ 73 ^ cf^ ftst^t cfR^t3ik^f^«Tf%cJ^ 
ariTR % I 71^ ifl’ q^il Tflf^cl’iy) gKI Plicj'iRcl ^ 1J^ §Tj% ^f%^T cfH+ld 

^ ^ arf^ t I 3T^: arj^ 11^ ^ 3RI ^ ijipcicbi cf>T wfq cr- 

^ t eft ^ qrf^lcPT^ 3R7 i t^rqfei^' qft arraR qr ^jjert ^aq^ 

cf>W7 cziw 1%7TT RHT rrTl%q I ?q 7J^ TTTT?!^ t qrf^rqq^ qft q ^ ^ cF5t^ TJxHT 
'dMciai qRit q^ t aikq # ^^qqjt qfrf arqtq^ qfrr f^t ^sqciiEi cFRif qf t 1 

^ igrR ^ PtHf^l^d 3T^ q? f;. 

(i) «Tf% q?^ qr qftf Pi'4)'i q^ Picbidi qqr t l arj^ 11^ ^ fer^ qrq^ ^ qarr 
PititRd ^ qmq'sl wq, q|^ qftt qsir dq ^ fi? Rrateft ^ 
cpRWKW ^ aqqjdq qft qq Weft t I 

(ii) arq: ?q ^ qref ^ ^qqqq qR^ t qiRiqilchdlaft ^ qRT vjdq WT ^r 
arraR t aisfqT qftf qrsq qr d% t i 

(¥.) aiRfii^ 

(i) q^qpT qjq^ 4 arraTcfr qq q^ fiRq Ri^f^raqr ^f wftq t 1 qRq ^ RRHtd i 
gT^rq: tejfe q?frq q5t qnsTq ^ ijq qj# t 1 Ri^Pich ^ qq ^ tjt xjft c^ aqqreff ^ 
f^eOfe qq ^ ^ xft f^Pintdiaft q^r d% q# ^ qq^ft i 

(ii) ^ qqq qtqpfk ^Jjqqr qq qRRT ^ fq anfiq-^Vq qfqq qft t I ?q qrter^ ^ 

TJF arj^q ^qn qr^ qf^ qqqq q? f^qR ^ ar^ ^ qiq q^r 

qqtf^: qrs q^ qqr t qt q? ^ qqj^ 1 1 


3igcM 103.^3 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part 1—Sbc. I ] 


(iii) t fcp ^ cpt qiRicq arriiRfr tR t simidchl 

^TRT ^ T ^ Pl-uidchl ^ ^ f^)7IT ^ WcIT I 

3TcTM, vSlxlrr ^ 'iJTcIH ^ ft^TT ^ Picbl'rf) ^ t ?ft '' t^H I i(i<?cb 

^ cf?cT ^^C|l4 ^5^ 3f[^ Pl-!|?dch) ^ ^ 3n^ 

^ t I ^STTf^r ^ ^ eFTT^ ^ mm ^ «R WrlT I cR^: 

^ ^ ^ ^ 'PrgjRft ^ vjll'ict)!^ f^-JJ^dcbl cf^ ^ t I cTSirf^, ^ cf>I^ 

ter# ^ ^ t # arteriM afk #^te 3n q i d4?i c^ te^ 

teriT^ 3T#$RT t I W5T W 4. 3flcR#vjr ^tT t, ^ WTcT ^ ^HT# ^ ^TT# 
t f% te Wcm IfRI WI tT ^ ^ Tjf arflt^TpTT ^ vjcdud Cfj# ft? 

te^t CR^ ^ ^ # I 3T^: 3T^;#r ^ % Pjqldcpl sflR 4 #|^ 3j1cR#R f^O 

StRI ^4ci4i ^ Tj^ ^^PIT ^ SrmR ^ WRT ^ feRIT vTirj I 

2. ai?^ j ^cQinificp <I)geR^ ^ feg# 

(cp) 

(i) dl^dM ^ Simid R^Id #+ll^ccp 3TN># ^ 3lj^R; ■ofixT 3T#^ c^ TIRcT ^ 

^ \RT # # # c^ ted ^ cf^tf terl ^ t I -ijlfcichichdi sIRT TTRcT ^ R^i^dcb c^ 

^ # ^g;#^ 4 ^te^ ^ i996 4 ^3^ 

^dJIdH ^ cfRf^ 4 I 

(ii) mm ^ te4 #T ^ teiNj 3te smj M T g ' d'it# ^rtei 4 4 , 

?T ^ cfj jff^ f^1#T 4 Rj 3TteRr ’Tter 4 ^ ^ te te te4 

3T^ 3T^ ^ #4 t I 

(^) sM, ^'NUlIrHcb #ro 3Rr ^ 

(i) dl^cii^ 4 OTZnte CR^ ^ ##IFR«RW ^1^ ^ ft «Tf4 ^ "ynw ^ ulT# 

I # # # 3nf xj;? trt c^ aricF)^ c^ 1 . 4.2000 4 30 . 6.2001 ^ ^ 
3ter ^ cTTfciR 4 ^ arroTcT ^ ^rrar cTWt 106 ^ ^ 4 teraji 31 ^ 4 



[MFT I—I ] 


HRW an TRaa ; STOTaR'n 


^ w eiwr 10 cFT I ^ 3^^ ’Trar ^ ^ ■n^ ^ ^ i 

Hcr>C*1 Rc|'<‘'l ^ 'StR ^ Pl^f^Rad ^- 

(i) ^ ^ i R<<Mchd1 ^ ^ Mf^lPif^ % ^ ^ I ^ 

3r5^ dl^dld SIH'lf^d WIT^ ^ ^ ^ fcrf^P^W W ^ W=T 3J^ 
^ ^ t I ^ ^ W cFTT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3IRmT 3TT^ 3T^ 

3T^ ^ f, yfm 3fl7 'dc'UIMH TiJ^ 'd^'dil STST^ chl4«f(?I '^TfecT ^ 5R^ 

ift %^n WdT t I 3T^^ t d'WI^'dl afl7 Wl^ JHTM cfTt 

w«r ^ w? I 

(ii) ^ cfcp diddl'd ^ t, 5ntel^ dl^ciM ^ ^ Mcf d M ^ ^ ^ di^qn ^ 

(j^d l d l xH ^ yfrif^ 5RI 3T^M ^ ^ dR^ t 

dR 3TT^ di^ dt? t^r# Pl^ld ddd ^ ^ ^ f^iq>ivJ7 dd ddT dcRTT # I ?d dF 
^ dli^r 1% dl^dH Tt ”f^|chld5*dTd dd djft ddd d^ t, ^ dl^ ^T t I 
d? ddd dddd: "^td ^ d^td ^Td ^ ^ I 

(iii) ^ ^ dft ant ^ ^ ^ adcptf ^ ar^dR 14 diF d>t Rid ardfir ^r ^ ^ tt tt ^ 

f^Jdld d>t dTdT ^dcT 106 dd ^ t, dft dRdd # dd^ t aftd ddTdT ddT t, 

Md ddd f^TdddJ dT^dH Tt dtf t I 

(iv) ?dRT M i Rlch i ^ tr ai^^ t % d^ tr^ff ^ ^ f^ri^ MiRichiRdI sri id did^ ^f 

aiTdld ^ dfrfd 3TTd5tf, d'Wl^dfi d^ RTd dfR dRddd dd ddsJd dR^ ^ ddd t I 

d. Hiffc>ci><^ 5RT drid 

1. f^xiRivI ftd x3dnd aitd ddR d^ 

dlf^Idd^ XRT -^t Tff iff ^ fcTRpd Tl^ ddT ^dd^ f^FT 1^ aflcTd JTdT^ ^ dR" 
Rptrdd^/aTTdTddt 5RI fcfRr Tnj Icff^Td aTJ^ dt ^ dR^ t I HlRld>l^l dF ’ft ^ dRft f 
P i didcbt SRI dF arjftd t^RIT ddT t d^ dlftd ^dcT dd> ftF ^ ddddd dRdl t afR 
dF ftt l^evfe dd ^ afR d RRfftd> «td ^ Rdf^ ^ dPT.dd.'ft aiNiRld ftF 
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TME GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I 


Sec. I] 


\ ^ TsiTtiT cFT Wm ^fTc?jm ^ ^ ^ 

TiW£r Tf 21-g ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ if ;i^3ft c^ 

^ ^ c^ ^ 3TTgN XR ^ 

c^ ^-{Ff ^f5t T\i ^ ^ t I ^ iff ^ cfR^ t ^ 3Tf^ ^jjlcki i a if 

fM Tf^m 3Rft^ ^ rn^ 

TtR W M cf5t 3T^ ^ ^221 ^ ^ t I 2f? 1ft ^ ^ f ^ 

tfT^ ^<6 «Rg c^ ’Tra^, (t^ ^ 3n^ ^ ^ 

^ f^:i^ ^ ^ 

sR-fT?!: 16196 jft.'cH cT9JT 3998 ^ ^ ^ ^ f [ 


jrrf^cmft ^ cfRft t fft? ij|R(cpicr,di3ft m ^fT^RT ^fecb> i ^ t ^ ^cqr^ 

t 3fR v31im cTSn Rl^plcj, ^ ^ ^ dcRdia ft gft C^ Tjf fisfft c^ 

^5T^Y trt 2JT I mteft ^ ^ f 1% ^ jRte ^ ^ ^ ^ c^ 

R1%^: ^cfft ft cfftrrn if ^ ^ irrar ^ jttrt |3n sit i 

3Tcf: ffSTT^T^cT l^e^fci sff? f^^fftcR ft;^ c^ ftfxl >!KH|ilP|cb 'yJigftf ft 3 RR 5Rf^ cfRft 
^ IcE? fft^^Rftf/SIMmcfti ^ 3Tk ft f?}Rft c^ ij^ JUfftcRlft 9 ^ 2002 ^ 5IT?fft^ 
^EI TTRqrftf ^ 7T.1 ft ^SIT ftftTTfftcT fftxIRTftN ^3cqT^ ^fft^fecfRftfafk^Tflft^ft 

^ ftftt ft rnifftcT ^ ^ 3i^ ^ ^ ^ f^riftfft^ ^ fftznr 2(^) c^ 3TSJ ^ 
mr^ ^ ftftrnftf c^ 77.2 ft stcieitI^ fim w t 1 

2. 'dcilM qn 3mn7 

sntterft xjrim 351 afitftte 3>^ * 3i ft3>i*dl smiR 3ft <t 

%fai^/3Trai<i3it iiRi ftiiT 3 t; ag^gt 35t afe 35^ f i snftorS 35 5ft 5ite 35^4 fftj ^ 

^sraa 3ra5i fii&a? diftRif 

ftiii' -.r^ t aft OTft 35 ajfta ft53T33itftBft. i73W'fftfti3ft Rfftjft ^ ^ 



[’IPTI—I ] 


WcT^TTSm : 
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^ Tfpn w ^?TWF i <T2nf^r, ^ ^ ^ 11% t^o (^ 

^ # w), f^r?# 50% ^RR 4. #5R 1^0 SRT ?n%r f, ^ 76% 4 ^ 

^ Cj^t vifTcft f afk WR ^ ^RTR if ^ 3TT# tl^. 

1^ t fcR c^ yiJlvFUliif 3R|flr if g5t "nf ^ ^ 

24% # I 3?cT: WlftJcbl^ ^ 3iwf^ cfi^ ^ IT^RM cf>^ #1%^. 

W W ^ ^ ^ ^ <|>:cidl ^TFfT '(icf)dl I ^Ccblcb HIH^ if ’TFT^fRT 

C^ ^ £ZIFI if |5? yrf^lcRT^ 3TcferT% Cff?^ C[5T 51Wf cfR^ f fcR qc^HM 

iTFT^ ^ 3Tc|1?f ^ 13737 ^ 

W ^Tcf5^ t i Wlf^cbl^ % 304^ c^ TR ildcRcb tTFT^ if ^?^ti^^ c^ f^TO^I c^ 

3^5^ Plil^fiyir/SIliJIdchl c^ cRf^ TR 'H^Rld ^ ^ IcTcfR I Mlf^d?!^ ^ ^ ^ f 

fct7 zraf^r Rfshiff c^fer ^ ^\^ sft cTSTTfcr 

^TTtergxtf ^ f^ji% if ^ me^M 5 ( 3 ) (^) 3fl7 {^) ^ 3 ^ 3 ^ 3TraR ^ ^ 

^ ^3cR?TT t I 

^nf^q^l'Jl ^frs cfR^ ^ RR qiRiqilchd'i ^ 4. ^ ^ 3ff7 ^ ^ ^ 

C^ ^ ^ ■^TFMT t I Pl^ldcbV^Middj'l’ 

3ff7 ^ cR2I fcR 4. ^ X^ XirN' 3T^^ ^ cjlyM X^ XJ^ ^ X^ ^ 

irm ETRcR sJt, c^ 3TmR ^ 3mTcf if mf^Rm^ wtM ^rr cr^ c^ 

y^lvMIsf iJlRlchlchdl ^ 3TmR ^ ^ cfR^ t I Hlf^cRI’51 ^ cR^ tfcR4 X^X^'^ffW^ 
menM xTTfxRRT ^ RRibe>h4 ^ t #f ^ ^ cfxii? ^ ci^ 

I^RRT 5(3) m 3ik {^) ^ 3T^^ 3TRIR c^ ^«RT iR vid>!dl t 3ff7 f%XRT 2{^) ^ 
3l3'(iK vieiVl ^ yRPlItIdl cr^Jdl ^ I MIRcRI-^) MkRIcr XjTNT '^Ru||*|i c^ 3TRfR 

'dtlVl ^ ^ if '3rt^ MRuil^fl ^ cR^ ^ i 

3. i{W\< f^RlfxT 

efRT 9 ^ {|){it) ^ 3T^ ^ ^ 7RRI if 'HHM xj^ ^ 3Tsf ^ fcR: - 
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(i) cqrqR ^ ^ WFRT (s) ^ aTW^tcT ^ f^TJFT ^ 31^^ 

^dHic+icb ^ viwf^ ^ ^ Rijidch ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3IT?lf^ ^ 

(ii) ^ f^ra^cicp ^ ^ ^ ^ fiiivjiK ^ WTP^ ^nw ^ 'd+iM ^ 

fk^'\ ^ 6fT^ ^ ^ cRTW 3T8I^ f^rakcfj ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ cfjR^ ^ f^fMr g>t cfuTF ^ 'd^iRld ^ ^ ^ 

eft flFTT^ ^ PlHf^Rdd ^ l?cp ^:- 

(cp) f^tcT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ \jR)d e^l'dy ^ ^ StrateT 'dl’t '<7? 'd+lld ^ 

vFTEINT (6) ^ 3t?r^ ^ ^ 31^^ Wn Rej^Rd ^ctWT^ ^ 

(^) ^?mT (6) ^ 3iH^ ^ Rmt ^ 3r3^ ^ PiylRd sfR wtr^ 

cTR^ TR -.Ritr ^ Rr? ^jfxRI ^ ^ wr ^ ^ ^r ^3^ ^ ^ ddJIdd ^ cIPRT; 

1^ ^r ^ ^ cFi aiRier ^3^ ^ ^ Rft 3hi ^ ^ 

tot RR -3111 CR^ Rputcf ^ Met ^ ^ Bt^ cljcid UMHRd 1^ W ^ ■JIT ^ 
pfS^ ^ ^ ^t 'cJdtiRd ^ ^ ^ RT Met ^ ^3WT ^ ^cRR^ ’Jf?! ^ 

^ R-RRi -jjeJi ^ RtgRor ^ ^ ^jfJi ^ ^ 1^ ^sirpn i 

wteRT 15.7.99,31.5.2001 ^ISIT 4.12.2002 ^ STRRJxRT SRI ^ StRj^Rm 

Rrarfr ^ ^ ^ ^ f f«R^ ^3c^ ^ stRt^xRi ^ ift 

f^RT "nRI ^ I 


^ ^ 5R XR HJrfct ^5RTer ^ Pl^Rui RhI^'HR tot F:- 

1. ^ V4d4l^ ^|UNI«<I 



t W I—I ] 
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5nter$t #3^^ ^ ?i^^f Pi4dcb iRi 3T^M ^ 11^ 

^ foHJ W3RT ^ qRcbcH ^ yiTl-jHiyJ tcTxfR ^ t I ’ft vic^'id fcfrqr "W t 
Iftj Mcfcp 3T?ftzicR5n ci^ f^ftM ft M^icR ^ ^ t I ^snfft, ^ ftf^ 

^5^ t Iftj ftftiT Srfft^qxRT 44/99 (xj^ 'if). 15 ^c3T^ 1999;28/2001 (Xf^ ^), 

Rnicb 31 xrt, 2001 ^ 1/2001 (xj^ ^-ftWr^ccp), Rnicb 4 v5r^,2002 ^ xptm xTt%cr 
XTT^^rftftl’ fft^Pft ft 'ZTSIT vjle^[«ci xTR ♦iNci'Sl ^ ?lft ft cfft^ RRl«<i ^fTTflT 1^41 
trt 1^ ^rxifR 3TsJ czrawT ^ f^rfM ft Mdicn ^ men nnft ^ nftrxjRisJ 
vjMd<y nRim ^ ^ I Hif^mift ■?!? ftt ftfe t fftj nr?fftm iRunftl' ^ 4.1 ft n? 

Nic^ 't g tpit t Iftj 3ff^ RyRu( tift ^ ^ sftRmsJ MiRimift xsrmMftT 

'H«i<s ^ ft ftftr ^ ft? mxjfR aT8}czrn?8n ftm ^ wr ft xmft mr m^n ft 
3ft? xsIftcT -dniftldHl ^ ?iTs? -mfxrcmcpnt ^ >jMd^ fftjxj 7TI7 vicMi'cjH rthct ^ sM ^ snm? 
XR >HHM xje?I ^ qRcbdH mi STRTTn m?ft ft I 3TcT: MRchfeid 'HIHM mi ?M 
?{pfnft nft 3jdft'^i| efftnraf cTm XjIftcT ?nTFftx5lftr ^ ^ ’n?cT ft 3RI RFRT ?tmft 

ticepi ^ 3nin? xR fefm ■nm ft 1 

R^ldml ^ ^ ftt 25.11.2002 ^ xTjf £[Rr iftjm w m 1 f?T xr? ^ 

X3t!? ft ft 2.12.2002 ^ xftcRf ^ 1ftHT^?n? 3f^ft£T Ift^m ft:- 

(i) fftmrmcfr ^ 3?^-i ^ ^i\u\^> 7 sftrftcT >hhm xj^ mr PiyRui 3rftmn?8iT 

ftm ft tpl^id sRjefT xj^ ^ 3nm? xr? fftgtRn m?m ftlm ft i vjF?T "n? ?txm 
xrftf fttdT ft, cf?T ^3cRf xj^ mr 1ft^rf?xrT x^Rcf ft m?d1ftm ?nxr ft ?tmT 3RTm ?Tft^ cfjftra’ 
?TlftcT fftvftt 3RT XjfIrcT 3TTEn? XR RyjRd fftjm vfT ?TmdT ft I 3TTXT^ Xf^ ft ^ UfttcT 
ftrcTT ft fftj mfftmrft ft xtr^t yJMd«y ^ r \ 3TraR xr ^htxtx^t xj^ iiRmf^d f%m 
ft I 

(ii) bxt ft ^TjcpK ^Rft ft Iftj ft? ^TXjfR 3iftoira?eTT mcH ftm ft I ■??? 3r5ftHr xr 

Mlci<|>d 3Rfm -siel R'li ?XT m?ft ft 1% ft?r 7 ^ 3r2?n? ft?i mr ?i?r 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Si c. I] 


?TSJT ^ eHH c|^ ^ t I 

WF\ ^ fMt ^JxRT ^ fclter fcTcfR WTT ^ t 3fk ^TlfM ^ 3iRciH 

^ t I FTRI 3T5#f t 1% 'W'^chxjui ^ c^ 3nWK cf^T W ^ 

xRTcTT t 3ik#^ c^ RchKH cfiT ^ t I ’ft W ^ WHT t 

1^ cPTT WT cfj^ c^ 3P?T #f[^ ^ T:rf fcRTR WH 2JT I 

(iii) ^ ftt cfRft 1^ Piiildch c^ wr ft Bft xtir iftftjm w 

^ Ffnft ffteftf^ f^PUT "fpri t, c^ wift ft ^j;ert ^ ftft c^ arraR ^ 

1%3rr ^JfPTT xnffti:? I cftt ^ LfRcfr^ FTift ?tftcT ft ftftfftcT t, 

arjftg t fcF) ftfter ft tftaft&nft cRft c^ ^ ^fftcr wn 

Wi%^ I 3T^: 3^5^ cfRTT ^nftft 1% ftftffttlT 3TraR ^ 3Rpft Ift^rfft^ft' M't^d cfRft ^ 

war war M'WiRld 'didM Plcnid^ ^ hRctxtI'I 4<e|(cl vJMctaJ ^ 'dift! 

I 

^HljvjlRch ^g^TcITf ^ ^RH 3fR ^ ftftjTPft ^ ^ cTSJT 25.11.2002 

ft ^ ^Td^ft Piftdcb ^ fft^ Tfq arjM ft am ftre: ^ f 1ft ftm ftJt 

Iftarr trjt t f^5RTft ^RTR Srft cZTdW ftt IR TT^ft ^ Mdldd ftl ^ 

ftftr arftft^ ^ ftftipft ft ^3 tR ft daJT 'Hl4v^p|ch "gdcflt ft PiftdcF) ft arf 

■<3cft-^ fft^n arr 1ft Iftft’^ ^drsai yqcH'^ ^ Iftn wprr I jnfftPift ftt^- ^ t fft 
fftcRuy ft ?K F'iftdfti ft aj^ ft6'<l'4l ft fft 'diaJctJ ST^ftT cfRft ft 3iqxi'< dftf fftlT 

darr ft fft^ ^3^ ftftg ft ftif arjftg ’rftf fftan ft i 

IftftcfT 2.12.2002 ft Hr^T\i ft ftf fftajto ft ft ftft ftt % ^RIR 3fft 

ft?T ^fftcf)T 7 fftan ft gafrfft vj#^ 'd^Mch ft?r ft ^ ft wrft ftf ^ ft I 

danfft ^ wft ft cfftf nft dftf 1 ftn ararr ft fft ftft wnRr am ftft ft nRd 

ftftfftfft afR waicf) ft?! cRft nftr wd ^TcPdT I m-. nrftmnft ftfftr ft JiaftyRift ftft n? 

ft? arTvdR araj cZicRsrr anft ft?i ft ft fft'dR ajRft cfn JRdm '5Rft ft cfftfft ftfd 'jpT.’M. ^RI 

aj^ ar -ftt ftftfe R^^fttf^ararift ft Iftaft^r ft ftftfftr 22.6.2001 ft ft fth srt ft 



I] 
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^ ^ ^ M?r ^ 30.6.2001 ^ ^TPR^ ^T cCT SRT ^ ^ ^ 3T3T?fl1^ ^ 

^ ^ f^rak ^ ifRf^ 13.4.2002 ^ TTFT^ ^T ^#1 ^ ^ cZI^W WT ^ 

^«THT "w t ^ 3?r?te ^ Mf^uii'ffi ^r '•ft ^ w 11 arcT: ^ 

^ t ^ TO qf^ipft ^ aR^nf ^ t aft? fwRR>T vsc^o 

WcjTCT Rciyui ft ft aft? c^'cql ?TPT?ft ^ aicfft^t^ ^5ftTcf •7? f^?TR cfj?ft ?WT 

SRT f^ 1 T^ ^tT? ft ?T? ?R^ ^ aft? ^R?cr ft Vd^<<l<4 TOcT ft aRI cT?ft ft 

TOcI- ^Rftr cTSn 'HHM ’JRl ft MRchdH ft jftTOft ftt? 1 ^ ft?f W 
cp?ft ft 5RfR^ arwft ft I 

^ CT^ xTJR ftftJIT ^ ?R£r ft, ft tftft^rftt ft ?tftft ftt ftt 4<iR<chichft 
ftt «Rm ft TO ftt ft aft? TOTR ^ ftt cp^ TOjJt ftt TO?r ?ifttt 

ftr ft Piftdfti ft artcpft ft ?TBft^ 1ft^ w ft i cisftft to^T' ftftJt ^ a?^ ?Rftt ft ^ 

ft yT?! fftftcTcp ^ TT? «fTTO 3T8j oJRW ft (ft^|id ft 3T^?n? IftcTR cf)?ft ft ?TTCT ftft ft 

3T?FTst ??r ft, iiiPcichich-dt ft artcpft arftcr tot ftw ft?r ft, cpt ?M ftter 
!>IH l ft<j?d TOfr ??T ^ ft ft fft Plftd* aft? ^nfxITOKlt ftt «RcTTft ift ^oftt^ 

ft I 


Mcnc^i fftciTOT H5fciid fta T^ei? ft? «fran? arst "SR^en dmi ft?i fttft cT^it ?T?ra^ ft?! ft 
ttt? ^ cfft vidii^i iRT ft I Hilftchi^l ftR ft fft ftt ft? 4ivirR aftf czrwn wi ft?! 
Tiprft ft aS2! ftt TO! ^^SaTTcf ft ?WZI Mftkid: ?W cfj? fft^I! -W 8!! aft? ^ TO! 

MRufift ft '•ft ftt??Rn ft 1 Mifticpi^ ftt? ?j?ft ft fft ft? <iiv>iK ar^ czr?®!! ciicii ft?F ^?PTft 
aft? TO! ftr ^ ^ anro ft ft ft? ?!? fttf%?! ft Ptftdfti/arrii rafti 

ft ft? ftr ft? TOT? ar^ czjwn ft?! TOft ft ^ ft ftrf ang?ft viMdsj ^ to? t i 

Ml^fclcr) 'i4(4j ft fft ftt Rl^ld ^ vJwitl’l fftijl ^Nl ft efftfft fftftdftf ftt 41 ? 4T? aft? 
4 ftRT ftfet ffti? ^r aft? ^ ?T^ ftft ft aift^j aro? fft^? ri? ^r i ft ftrft ^ '•ft 
ftirftr ft TOR arsf 4ift ^ ft 4ift ft fftftt fft^r^e ^q?!?! ft airo ft jiiRichi’ll ft 




THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1| 


2<. 

TRT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

5 nf^^ ^ ^ 5 % cR^ t TTPTRT 3 jk ^TT% 3 jW ^HPTRI ^ gJT ^ *** 

^ ^ t I 

4 . ^ xfTWT ^cbc'H (^)cfMt f^O, ^ vSR.TM. ^ 1 ^ ^ 

’T^flrirr ^ cziro^ ^ 3 TT£rRtrr^ snt w tar t aft? 

3ici^?nq Tn%^ 3ra5?H<4 41*11, t^fcl*l, j^?l>t SRI, TRRI oIRI cTSIT 
to# t# ^ ii ^tafta # 31 ^ # 11 jiTfgtat ^ t % f^raw 
4 ta^ta ti5t^ '^fncpci ^., ta 100% ^ ^ 

toft t I fft-.qta Siqr 31^ 4,5 3fk 6 ft J?^ ^ 3lfftta Wft ^ Wlft ft ftt ta 

tot ^ ;3rq^ ^ ^ ^ t toft ^TO tor^ 19.4.2002 ^ ^ ^ ft tal ^Rn 

t i 3 RT: qrf^tat ft toi^icbdi cmr 3 tri ;fi^ 4 ^ 

(^) ^. f^O, to vSFT.TM. mr ^ torn ^ ^ 3TmR 

toftto tototo q^ RRI ;h^ Wftvjfftt gJT to fcRIT t I ^ to to 3toto 

to^toft. toftatototo^(to^. taf[rqrto7RTto5^^3nwRqqta 

■q^tl# 3 TT^qq?^ 2 %cFft^^to 7 RTTRRTSRlft. total tolto tolto (to 

fftro ^ 3Titot^ ^ to tt^ ft. total tototof^ (to^. ta giqi ta 
-r^ to TRf^ Rita eft #ft^ ^ fto ^ ^ to ft. toH to^ 

^^rw #. to w^.m. ^ ta tat SRI ^ tota ^ wi ft tar w t, ?toj # 3iTf 

^ 3% qft ^ ^ toto qq fftxTR gjqft ^ ^ I 


2. dl^eJM 

snftwit 5tra an® * ^ % gilf fSt* h ^ ^ ^ it f!p7 ttij atjttaf ^ 

3 iraJ#ii^ t?i ^ * 31 ^ OTioft ®n; in; f ^ ^ I! jicib aif a^ i M gra 

tPrai cWIR j, ^ I ^ ^ ^ ^ 



[^1—I] 
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ipn 2TT % ^ ^ SRT n^qoi ^ ^ cTT?^ ^ ^ ^ ^ | mxH 

TjTf ^ch i R»tf i % icp^ w sn fbr^ ^ ^ g 5 t gfe ^ t 1.4.2000 ^ 30.6.2001 
cTcfj ^ 3T^1^ ^ cjl^M dl^qR ^ fcTcTRl^f^T vJcMiq ^ 47l4 '3TMcT ’T^ ^3TT ^ I 

i 

3Rr: >dM jck1 ^ HT snf^l^ cIT^ {dl§«IR) ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^Tel^ ^ ^ 3IRRT ^ ^ cp^ t I 

4 . xijg^Tj 'm«ii><i Pi< 4 hT < 1^*10 ^ qciHf 

^ f^rarft ^r Pihi^>hk mm\^ #=- ^nrf^ Rm>iei% wui 
;nter^ RrafcT cfft»RT sfR 'Hhi^ ^ ^ ^ xsRrt ^ 5 ^ i ^ ^ 

w, >HHMef i chK<jMi ^ 3fR ^sn ^ ^ irf ^1^41 ^ ^ ^ I 

^ 3t?R ^ jnrm f ^ ^ 5f^ ^TFT^ if ^ ^ ^ ^ ^RfcT 

^ ^ I 3TcR ^ ^llPld ^:- cfRTETR ^ 5?ldl, cZfFTR ^ ’TT^, ^frfcT^ 

^r3t^^T8iT^?pr^3TRfat^f^ cf^ ^ 

Mc;f?ra RRTT ^ I 

^ ^ ^ Piijldchl/ WTT^ ^ ^ aiT^R^ 

qiRcf af^TcT ^TRRT ^ ^ 3T^ ^ ^nRcf 3^ cpRx^HT gR iR 

g^tiTcT ^ WSI ^ t I 


^fr»ft P l ^j^dd ^ / ^dlldch^ ^ TfrfSpT PlMi^'dix t 


Plilto 


plij^cl clHHd 

Ml^ HlPSlH 

{%) 

vjpT.'^. 

1 xrnrf^^^ wrsrn^ cJ)f^cr><rd (^)^. 

{McI fft c^Plcbe^l TRT 3^r ^ ^ ^ ^ 

* * * 

■*■*■* 

71.65 




28 


—~—"—~——- »* 11 ci \jr 1JN 

fSTraid^ ^TerttRTr) 

UiA:tAlKAURDlNy 

\RY 

[Part I —Sec. 

2. 4 ^TTfuRIFT ^jiraJ^ 

* * * 


57.60 

?'S'i^ gj. 




3. 4 wrf^ ^ct7c>H {^)gj.1^. 

* * ★ 

1 ★★* 

211.15 

^ 4 ^'Jlful^HI ^cbd 




4 f^FT ^|cjct>/R^jdch 





5. x?4 <bt>{U|Mc|> 

^ ^ ^ ^ P[zp^ if f^ l^Rdd ?n1^fer #=- 

«3^-ii ^ ^ am * ^ ^ ^ ^ 

. ^ 3„^ ^’irar, 

aWf 13=1^ jraw TO W iRgail ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

wm WTO 5RJ# ^ OM # ^ rt-.aom im ^ am w maf^ot aima ^mi i 

<R ^ima anaim * aara w f^ a>m wira 5W ara as wla ^ ara?TO 

=nai # % w am if wan TRg as ^ ^ ij ^ ^ ^ ^ 

*'^'*' ^ ^ ^ 'K'w if aiarai airqfita! Piwaa arerai 

aflaa S ^ ai^ ww ffe S aaaaa an^ % aft atarer aaiat wr aa aga af ^tm i 

’tret if a^ aaita aa aifet ananff m traia ^ atia a^S ^ maj ?a aa jtw 
Pi^raaaft ^ ai^aa-iif iv)* at^wr afaiaa, aam aa^, arar, anaaam, maw 

1^ aifm, aiaa ^ aiar a* aiBR aiift ^ am af^ aa maR # aft wafia 

^ wm STcf^ 11 

^Vi ^ ?tpt^ ^ f^nf^Raci aiil^ ^nri^ ^ ^ 13jW 

t:- 

{^) ^iniT T^ 





[Mm I 


MR(1 ^ : aroiMOT 
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—1] 


^ i Rlcb l cbd ^ ^ ^ ^ 



W (’ft.'S) 

f|g5t TTT^(»ft.'e^) 

(W^) 

^ (^ 

(^./^.^) 

1998-1999 

16151 

I486 

4946 

28043 

1999-2000 

17881 

829 

5309 

28374 

1.4.2000 ^ 

30.6.2001 ^ 

(wet 15 

20195 

304 

6006 

29300 

2000-2001 

16160 

303 

4805 

29187 

(cll>wR«p) 

_r>. ■ . ■ -^ 

ra^V f^ydEV TTlTTr 

1^T=r 1Q?Jft-200 

0 ^f 17881 

^ k)c:cp'( 


2000-2001 ^ 16160 ^ t I 

71? ^5^ ^ sn^ipw t ft! ^ ^ ii ^ 

aSt ?ll>ra <t ife ^ ^ ^1999-2000 

»St 9Sft<i aSt gSHi it !iira araft ii arito ^ ara ^ ^ ^ ^ 

rf?iiJra*a!R'>i 5 mra?<n aiRift<i;7CT^iwa^^aaa’Rai 7it t l 

5^3rarai, Tftij^^rTOaaraaSftift'RaaraiaaTw, ti^’ssim ^ftra a^fta 
3wai ana as aa SM a!ft # ft! 1^P='f^ ^ ^ 


uii^<*Tl I 

^ >3h«Am 

a? Sax !in awm t ft! arai ^ aw S aiftaiwafeS ^ ^waa S'fftSi ftri aS aS 

garmSairaaaft (isart) laaift, aft^aaSiSHiftaaSSaSam- 

7fi a? 1999-2000 * fim aS S 18984 ift.aa S aaa!a 2000-2001 a! ftai aS S 16337 
ift.aa ii aai t I ftiaftiftra aiftiaxi S a? Sai an arasai # fti aS aS gaai S 



^^IEGAZ ETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _ 

i> tot wjW jtbtt ^ ^ ^ ^ 117^ (gil^) ri^ cfft ^ 

PTW? 3 TTf t I 


cr4 

«TWT (4t.'S^) 

^■cMldd(jft.'S^) 

«T^dI d4AriJ|(7c) 

1998-1999 

25000 

17280 

697o 

1999-2000 

25000 

18984 

767c 

1.4.2000 ^ 

31250 

20421 

65% 

30.6.2001 ^ (15 




^) 12 ^T^ ^ 




. 

25000 

16337 

657c 


(^) 


^ ^ ^ ^r TTT^, 2000 ^ 3Tcr 139.11 ift. ^ ^ ^ 


30.6.2001 ^ 73.69 ^ lyf I 


(^) TtvSTO 

^ M ^ 3T??Tflm? W ^r TO^T ^ ^ cPRUf ?T f^cbl<»dj TO ^ 

TOn cTcPrl^ir^^t I^T37R^^TOl7t, ^chl<1,dl ^ TOT toW ^ 
^ T5?T t ^ ?7Tf^ illRicpicpfll c|fr ^ % 3TI^ ^ cPT^ ^ ^ 4n | Qjj^' ^ 

JT^ ^ ^ fc|^ ^PfT W t I 3T^lR|c|> ^4 t 1|R4I cfjf P | ^R f ^ 

f^5T^ dlRicpwat cf^r tcf^/f^#IT ^{TW^ % 3TT^te ^ ^ tT% JTTf^mTr^ 

^ arf^^ gRT ^ 8TT I f^trT g4 1999-2000 4 cp^xnM 510 3ft 

^ cFT ?TcfR 3T^ ^ 326 ^ ^ sft | 

(^.) 4dd 

^ >R a5tf jmra =i^ gMi ^ ^ * 3 ^ (5^ ^ ^ 1 1 

wriM gS f^ sran * 3i^ ^ 5?, f^ ^ 




[•i^TTT I—1 ] 




31 


it 1 


(xf) ^ ^ iatKutft ^ ifit 

PiHf^Ra^ cnf^ -^r ^ ^ w 11^ ’^N % 3fTW ^ ^ 1999-2000 ^ 


332 



^fRT: ^ ^ 3TT^ 


(^ ^ ^ girarat qn ^ 

Pm aiftwi '^r ^ ^ # 1 ^ 1999-2000 it 20020 ^ !rt& «.2=I ^ ^ « 

3n| ^Stira ^ gsm t ^ saRi ^ ^ was tst % airo 14190 wo sifit >ft.wa ^ 


3to ^1^ I 


cnt 

^ ^ "^ioOSt snf ^) 

1998-1999 

20120* 

------^ 

1999-2000 

20020* 

1.4.2000 ^ 30.6.2001 ^ ^Jdl^ (l5 Migl'^) 

14190* 


;5i1cT: ^ ^ ^ 3IT# W 

13 ^ it ^ ^ *lll^^^ia7^«3lft ^ iq ^ ^ 

tl 


Myt^ TT?^ ^ ^ '^1? ^ ' 
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[Part!—Sec. U 


(F) cjgt 

^qcr)ici7ciM gRi wm ar^TTpff ^ ^ ^ 219.42% 

MR<l>f^d t I ■JIf «j§d H^cq'i^uj f 3f|^ f JfTi?Ig57^ HllyR ^ 

cTTT^ ^ IcTcIRgR^ f I 

^ tR qR^rf^ 3ft^ TPTR 

Pl^?i oiriT c[>t ciiloicr)i ^ •q^ x^eiVi f^Rfrf^ ij^ W ^TFT 

cTHT ^ srfjRT ^ cfR ^cpT I ^'dcpl ^cb<5) ^TgTFTR qqftq qqjq |3q | 

(^ 3% 

^rr ^ ^ ?Tr>fr afR Rrrr arw^ft ^ xjsjt^ srq^ m.j>Rich ^ ^ 

fcTg^RT cfR^r ct^ if ^ t I 

(^ g# gn ^jTgRT 

^ ^rfclRcw 5TfTcTT ^ vjHcl^dl >iqf?id ^ qil^chlchfrfsft % if TRf 

^ ^ ^ qcf> ^ 51% ^Idcb ^ 3TT^ I ^ 11% ^3?qTg^ 5TfmT 

200 3Tfcr cr^ t I arfcTRcF^ <f iRq ^ citb^ t f!p 5000 qf^ 

^ 3nTjf^(SFT cTT) t’ ^ TfRq^ qif f^S' 'Jll^ <1(el \Sdcr> *ilRiqj ^ ^OTT ^ I 


(^) ^ ^ arrqrat q^r ^nsTR ^ %RrT (wr ■qm qq %) 


cp^ 

■41d ^ 3nqT?r(^.'sq) 

^■<H q'Mi (ift.qq) 

%f|^ (■^/^.^) 

1998-1999 

294 

34834 

0.84% 

1999-2000 

332 

39339 

0.84% 

1.4.2000 ^ 

30.6.2001 (qfm 

31crf^) 

913 

44897 

2.03% 




[■mni—I] 


’iRg gii wrg : 


33 


^qjcki wn ^ 3TftTR ^ i Rich i cbdt ^ 4 3TerT^ ^ ^ 13lk 5 ^ 
3N^ f^TcI^fr ^ cf^ c^Ff 3Tf^ ^ ^ t” 1 f^FT c1lfcicr)| % ^lfFcj>|ct>al ^5RT 
TjC3?t ^ 51^1^ ^ t:- 



Pi^^i 

vjli-d (?>./^.<i'^) 

1 

{^.^) 

20499 

2 

vidlRW 

20421 

3 

?iw (cira ^) (f^ w?lqq-) 

2280 

4 

f^ ^ wiq (cm? ?iD)2iM 

6113 

5 

^cfjd l^si^ (cll'f? ?t)) 

6006 

6 

cii>kil^w^ ^/qRi (cm? ?D) (5-4) 

-107 


3TR 3lt ?fr t (R4)f^ W? cTm)(6/3) 

-4.69% 


TJcRT 'FiRT ^JlRlcblcbdlsit ^ vJMd^ cRI^ "nf t sfk 'tlcilR'jfcl ^ 

fcf>i? ‘F? ■yrapr JifiiP^d 11 

(tjt) ^ ^ 


^ (^x| Rr # T ^ q5t ^ cf^Wt ^ qgd cf^ t ^ 

cRT^ cf>t ci'i^ ■gr^ ^1%’? sfl’ I Pi+^iciRaci ciifcicr>l cf? ^fFr hicJ;h eVn f^RT 

qcp ^ ^rfer ^nqiqf cf^Kor ^ ^ t 1 

f^ ^ ^ 3Rqf^ ^ ^ drRqW ^TRR ^ q^ WRIT? ^ fMw Pi'HiqH W? 

;fcqST 3#? Rni^lchl^ 3T?R ^ t I 


3q8.<;i/o s 
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[PartI—^Sec. n 


^ qiw'il-y 1%^ ^5trRT(WTR’ ^4?’^) 


^ # 3TTt W ^ ^ 14190)+ ^ 

(35%) 


4Tff in? #*71 


in? cpT % (3/1) 




31749 


19156.50 


12592.50 


39.66% 


* # # # 3TTf ij^ 1?^ ^ 31^^ 


(iT) #trt ir 


^ ^ ^ it #cr ^ jmra cfszT ^ ^TviT^ ^ 

t CR^ # 45TT #^7cT tR^ M W #t t ^ ^ 

^ +cW1 if># if ^ H? t I infer anfet gn iriw ^{arfe # snf t?it> ^ #fTT 

7;?^) ^ 3Tcrf?r ^ ^kr^ ^ fe5l ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 11 

6. ^I’^m icutp ti^ti 

^ fTlfe 45 # ^«Vl ^ #:T ^»iqi41 TTURIIHI % 3||4ld1 ^ 4)RU| cH-^f^ch ' 

5if^ ^ t, ]fnfe># TT? t ’fe vjrHcii4) nufyivj>ij ^ anfet ^ ^ 1%#r ^ 35fej 

#7 cfjiT ^ ^ #ncjt IR §'«q7) Rsp) ^ 4>ci'tqw mf^4)|cbdi ^ ^ t|#r if 

3TTt t I 3m: infer snfer ^ ir n>)Hd/Hi^i ^ ^r jmr^ fan t i 

# urm 4R% ^f nrfen^ ^ ^ fe ^ snfer ^ ^ ^cqr^ # #n# 

4 iRfe ^ fer^ ^Rur 'i«Vf ^ #»mt ir feft ^ fej fen 

few I wm: ^^fe^tn^l3n1^;r^n^#5rnR3fh?%c^^ jnmfe^WT^r 
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^ I ^ vjHcii< 51 J|UKivrii TTifer arPiRfr ^ cfjRor crrf^if^ 

it I 

HFT 3181^ 3f^ cj^ cf)TW ^ FtrfT t f^'tl'^ viejYfT ^ 5T1% ^ 

tt I 

7. 3Rr ^ 

Mll^chl^ ^ ^>TR% t vjI?T rlcfj anTIRfr/f^cRr^ ^ "Mt ^ I^MPT 

^ cpT t, ^ HHdl 5IMf^ ^ ^ cfTTqt^WT «lR|cr>iR4t 'M^RT^T t sfR 

■RM ^ Rcl'^ui if 'ilif^JfcJdl ^ |3TT t ^ l^ct«»4t R5f^>R ^ 

I ^P i f^ i g iiiRicbi^ ^ Egpr ^r ^ f I 

7. \i^Vl ^ 

RT^R^ ^0^ eTTT^ ^ 'HHM ^ ^ WR ^ ^n<T t 

v3#7T ^ 5T1% ^ ^ t cTSJT ^ ^ ^ SlfcRRerf ^ '^^■ 

1^lf^ RRTT t ^3fli% ^ ^ WTP^I 1%?T ^r t I 

Mlf^cbl^ II? ITFI% t MieH'iltft cTTT^ ^ cR^3Tt ^ 
c^ cI^Rd ^FcR ^ Sfk mRuiiH'M'WT ?R 'dcMI<^l c^ ^ddlc^cp jrfcRREI^^RWT JTRR 

tl^ ^TWT t I M i ed M Wifr 3^ ^TR^ ^r wfcl'fltri cFI ^ I 
f^M^d M l ddM ^ MiJ Wr ^ WR ^ 5fM f? 31^^ ^ ^HTRT RR^ftH 
vjtlVr ^ ?RT ^Rl sfR vJM'R)cIdl3rt ^ oqfiRj R<I’dl 'dHcl^ ^13^ ^ I 

mRfchl'^ II? Rte cfR^ t 1% MicH'{l'=J) vlRiyt ^ ^ ^ ^ SnUTcT tWt ’ft 

HRjR ^ R^f ^fft sfR McbK ^JR’ftcFdTSrt ^ vJ<mW ^ vJMd^dl ’R «nlt 3RR R^t 

I 
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^ 5RIK;RTsJ 3TRncfl ^ Hg-cj ?Jecp 3Tf^P|ijH, 1962 ^ cT??T 

f^m gM w 1%srfRcf ^ #fn 3fk ^ ^Rtp 

1975 ^ trRT 3,3^,8^,9,9^ ^ ^ eFTTg ^ ^ cf^ ^ eTPJ ^ 

?nt^r^ M I 


9. ijcftcF^ w fcfw ^ grg jrrf^TcFTRt ^ f f^:- ‘ 

{^) ^ ^ c^ ijer clft 3TSM g?T ^ ^ ^ cfTT Cf^ ^jTFTF? 

^ cf^TT 'T^lHcf TR 1%^ •'(ifl Rjf'iicii ^tRutfRcT^ q|cH ^3TT ■§■ | 

('3) -vj-^ cinWr gRT ^ # fi? ^ c^ cpRR 

^rt? Rtsrh f<^ jrrf^ cf^ ^ -qj^ ^ ^ ^r gf >!tiRch STf% t I 

(^T) ^ -vJ^friT cf^ ^ 5Tf^ ^ ^ Ijef cFft STSTcTT ggf ^ cR^ ^ 

^ 1^ t I 

(^r) 7Tg GTTcRW Wm WcTT t ^ c^ TJR cf^t 3Wgr g?T ^ RRjff^cf .'fT^ cR^ c^ 

sT^Tncff t:i7 Rrttwtcp crnRn ^ | 

(^.) qie-T TTTfSf^r c^ irw 3 tsm g^rr irr^gM ^ ^ RmR?T gR^r 

T.JJT 54t crr% T?T^ C^ cf^RR ^ ^ if 5# g5t ^ ^ I cTg|^, 
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t 3TKIR 28 ^ 2835.31 ^ 3Rr>tfT 311^ ^ ^ . 

i\u \ i \ yrH 3T2M W ^ MfrRT ^ ^ ^ 3TRT^ 3 ^T ^ ^ 


R;*x|l^l^ ^ cFTM ^ I 



Pl^ldeh/NJcMI^^cP ^1 IIH 

^?TtlT('SiQiV^- ^) 

1 

4 WPSn c^Rl<?Jc«{l (^)^. t^- 

(Pl»Mldch ^ c^(*1cbe^ IRT sff ^ # 

661.84 

2 


661.84 

■J^HR ^’rfvRTR Milwd cpTWR §'S'i^l upRR 

c5. 

3 

4 wrf^^ wrsFT <^f^cbc^H (jj't)^. 1^. 3fk 4 
^hr 4nfyRrFr wwc 4 f4R 3 r^ 

vidJI<cb/Mcra7 - 

661.84 


(^) vjM^ckl ^ 3[^ ^ MlRlcbl^ 9 2002 ^ ^ mR"II*i1 ^ ^ ^ 

t I 

^ 3T1^ ^ %eIT^ ^ 3T^ 'ciM^'W 3lflltoT ^ ^3cqT^ 

TTcf arttcft^ *T4i4j|[?lct5'<u| 4 ■^RR. ^ ^ ^TcMt I 

TT^T. ■#. ^Vi^PM, (qPiRy. 


» 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 11th February, 2003 
FINAL FINDINGS 

Subject : Anti-dumping investigation concerning imports of Sodium Tripoiy Phosphate 
(STPP) originating in or exported from People’s Republic of Chima and Chinese 
Taipei (Taiwan)—Final Findings. 

]|c 3|c 

No. 14/1^003-DGAD.—Having regard to the Customs Tariif Act, 1975 as 

amended m T995 anB^tfie Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of 

Anti Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995 

thereof; 

A. PROCEDURE 

1. The Procedure described below has been followed: 

(i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as the Authority) under the 
above Rules notified Preliminary Findings vide Notification No. 14/1/2002- 
DGAD dated the 9**’ May, 2002 with regard to Anti Dunq^ing investigations 
concerning imports of Sodium Tripoly Phosphate (STPP) (hereinafter referred to 
as subject goods) originating in or exported fi-om People’s Republic of China and 
Chinese Taipei (hereinafter referred to as subject countries) and requested the 
interested parties to make their views known in writing within forty days from the 
date of its publication; 

(ii) I'he Authority forwarded a copy of the Preliminary Findings to known interested 
parties, who were requested to furnish their views, if any, on the Preliminary 
Findings within forty days of the date of the letter; 

(iii) The Authority also forwarded copy of the Preliminary Findings to the Embassies 
of subject countries in New Delhi with a request to furnish their views on the 
Preliminary Findings; 

* 

(iv) The Autj^ority held a public hearing on 16* August, 2002 to hear the interested 
parties orally, which was attended by representatives of the domestic iiKlustry and 
representatives from Taipei Economic and Cultural Centre, New Delhi. The parties 
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attending the public hearing were requested to file written submissions/rejoinders 
of views expressed orally. The written submissions/rejoinders thus received from 
interested parties have been considered by Designated Authority in this finding; 

(v) The Authority kept available non-confidential version of the evidence presented by 
various interested parties in the form of a public file maintained by the Authority 
and kept open for inspection by the interested parties as per Rule 6(7); 

(vi) Request was made to the Central Board of Excise and Customs (CBEC) to arrange 
details of imports of subject goods made in India during the past three years, 
including the period of investigation; 

(vii) Arguments raised by interested parties before announcing of Preliminary Findings, 
which have been brought out in the Preliminary Findings dated 9* May, 2002 
have not been repeated herein for sake of brevity. However, arguments raised by 
the interested parties subsequently have been appropriately dealt with in these 
findings; 

(viii) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules.supra, the essential facts/basis considered 
for these findings were disclosed to known interested parties on 18* December, 
2002 and comments received on the same have also been duly considered in these 
findings; 

(ix) Cost investigation was also conducted to work out optimum cost of production and 
cost to make and sell the subject goods in India on the basis of Generally Accepted 
Accounting Principles (GAAP) and the information furnished by the petitioner; 

(x) The Authority verified the information provided by the petitioners to the extent 
considered necessary. 

(xi) Investigation was carried out for the period starting from T* April. 2000 to 
30“* June, 2001 i.e. Period of Investigation (PCI). 

(xii) **** in the Notification represents information furnished by interested parties on 
confidential basis and so considered by Authority under the Rules. 

B. VIEWS OF PETITIONERS. EXPORTERS, IMPORTERS AND OTHER 
INTERESTED PARTIES AND EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY: 

VIEWS OF DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

1. M/s Albright & Wilson Chemicals India Ltd 

(a) GENERAL 

(i) The non-confidential version of exporters/importers filed with the Authority is 
wholly inadequate and the entire data provided by them should be disregarded on 
this ground alone. There is no data available in the non-confidential version 
made by the exporters/importers except arguments on the merits of the case. 1 he 



4) 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. I ] 


Authority in its preliminary order has clearly indicated that costing, sales and other 
related data has been filed by the exporter/importer but there has been no indexed 
version of the same filed in non-confiidential version. 

(ii) I he submissions made on behalf of the Chinese/Malaysian parties are unsigned. 
Given the fact that the proceedings before the Authority are quasi-judicial 
proceedings, the unsigned submissions must be rejected at the outset. This is all 
the more vital given the feet that there are fectually incorrect statements made in 
the written submissions. 

( iii) It is a matter of record that the exporters/importers have put no indexed version 
tiled with the Authority as required, making it impossible for the petitioners to 
ofi'er any comments, wWch is the cornerstone of the adversarial process manH^ted 
by the WTO. 

In response to the disclosure statement, the following submissions have been 

inadc:- 


(i) fill date, there has been no completion of the non-confidential version that the 
exporter has filed. It does not give an opportunity for the domestic industry to 
counter tlie claims on normal value made by the ejq)orter. 

(ii) It is even more surprising to note that the Authority seems to have given effect to 
the claims concerning normal value made ty the exporters which has resulted in a 
reduction in the dunging margin as calculated for the oqtorters. These cannot be 
countered effectively by the domestic industry. ■ 

(b) PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION & T.IKF. ARTirT.g. 

(i) There are various types of STPP - Regular, Normal Tenperature Rise, H^h 
femperature Rise, Granular and Hydrated. The cost of production of each of 
thes;e types is comparable and they can be used interchangeably. Besides this, it is 
reiterated that there is a large amouit of interchangeability ^ween the various 
types and accordingly all types and grades of STPP be considered. The petitioner 
is capable of manufacturing all types and grades of STPP, to meet the market 
demand. 

(ii) STPP in its regular form is a powdery product, confirming to the grade being 
produced by the petitioners and is used in the detergent and ceramic industry. 

(iii) Use of STPP in detergents inq)roves detergency by chelation of Ca-H- and Mg-H- 
ions thereto softening the water and preventing them fix>m reAleposition on the 
fabric. 

(iv) In Ceramics industry, STPP is primarily used for deflocculation of the Ball Clay, 
which is the raw material for manufecture of ceramic tiles. Known ahematives 
are polyelectrolytes. However, due to the high cost of polyelectrolytes, STPP 
continues to be the preferred ingredient for deflocculation. This usage in the 
Cenimic industry is however minimal . 

(v) Though the domestic industry can manufecture all types and grades of STPP, it 
is enq)hasized that the grades used by the ceramic industry and the detergent 
industry are identical. The invoices show sales of STPP to leading consumers 
both in the detergent industry and the ceramic industry. The product and grade 
sold is “Sodium Tripoly Phosphate MTR Grade” in all cases. Thus, co nfirming 
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that there is no difference in the STPP consumed by the detergent industry and the 

(Vi) Tte^gi^SlBcle by the exporter/importer that there are two separate fonos of 
STPP md that the ceramic type needs to be excluded is wholly fallacious and wit 

a view to creating a loophole in the levy mechanism. 

(vii) The petitioners have already submitt^ credible evidence ^ ^ ^ 

nroduct manufactured by them is bemg consumed by both the ceramic 
detergent industries. Therefore, there is no room for doubt or dispute tor the 

common usage of STPP by the detergent and ceramic mdustries alike. 

(viii) Ev^e othfr domestic manufacturer (M/s HLCL) of STPP sells identical grades 
to both the detergent and ceramic industries. 


made;- 

(i) 

(ii) 


T« to dkclosure st «*i>ment. the following submissions have bee n 


It is reiterated that there are no two different ‘grades’ of STPP for Ceramic and 
Detergent use. The exportCTs/importers have failed to produce an iota o 

scientific evidence to support their contentions. -r ^ tViat 

The domestic industry is grateful to the Authority for having verified the fact that 

both detergent manufactures and ceramic industry manufacturers have 
SLl t^s of STPP from the domestic industry and both during the Period of 

Investigation and thereafter. 


(c) STANDING OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY: 

(i) Them is no d'lspule that .he petitioner accounts for 25% of the domestic 

issue of “captive consumption . . t a^a ttv Homestic 

/iin It is settled law that captive consumers are to be excluded from 

• H ctrv Thus excluding the captive production/consumption within 
SSan J^^'oT^petitio J tas t'wo thuds of the marbe. and thus is 

,iv) Toto'X'eTlTfto r-record its support for fltis petitkin and hence 
‘ ' STsi^ed Authority has correaly mcommended the unposition of the 

S ^CoTatneT™' the 

requirement of Rule 5(3) and its explanation stand fully satisfied. 
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In response to the disclosure statement, the following submissions have been 

made:- 


(i) It is respectfully submitted that the proposition laid down in the case of Alembic 
Glass Industries Ltd. v/s CCE 2002 (143) ELT 244(SC) is not applicable to the 
HLL/HLCL relationship, as it is a matter of public record that M/s HLL is the 
sii^le largest and majority shareholder in M/s HLCL. 

(ii) The domestic industry is grateful to the Authority for recognizing that the sales 
between HLL and HLCL are ‘captive’ sales and as such M/s HLCL cannot be 
construed as part of the domestic industr>'. 

(d) DUMPING 

(i) The Authority has given effect to the data filed by the exporters resulting in the 
drasTic reduction of the dumping margin as against calculated by the petitioners. 

(ii) It is submitted that the Authority should put the exporters to strict proof of the fact 
that they are indeed market economy companies before giving them any benefits 
of a market economy company, sucf as international pricing of raw materials and 
normation of the other cost elements including fixed costs by benchmarking best 
practices on consumption and capacity utilisation. 

(iii) With reference to the inclusion of Taiwan in these proceedings, it is submitted that 
the petitioners have sourced data fi’om the DGCIS, which clearly shows the 
imports of STPP from Taiwan. 

(iv) With reference to the submission that the volume of STPP from Taiwan is only 
106 MT, the fact is that it is above the deminimis threshold as prescribed by the 
law and the dumping is most severe for that quantity which is having a negative 
price impact. 

(v) Paragraph 8(3) of Annexure 1 to the Anti Dumping Rules, 1995 gives a list of Non 
Market Economy countries (NME), which includes, inter alia. People’s Republic 
of China. The said note further provides that any coxmtry listed therein, may, if 
they wish to establish that it is a market economy country as per criteria enunciated 
in that paragraph, provide all necessary information which shall be taken due 
account by the Authority. 

(vi) In the instant case, the Exporters from China have not provided any credible, 
concrete and adequate information to the Authority to establish their claim that 
China is a Non Market country. In fact they have repeatedly stated since the 
initiation of this case that efforts are being made to provide information on China’s 
market economy status, however no information has been put forward till date. 
Therefore, it is submitted that the exporters claim be rejected forthwith as more 
than adequate opportunity was given to them, but they still chose not to establish 
their claim. The benefits of a madcet economy company, such as international 
pricing of raw materials and normation of the other cost elements including fixed 
costs by benchmarking best practices on consumption and capacity utilisation 
given in the preliminary findings should be revoked forthwith and the dumping 
margin as calculated by the petitioners should prevail. 

(vii) It is respectfully submitted that prior to disregarding the data published by the 
DGC’l&S, the Authority should satisfy itself that the imports reported as 
originating in Taiwan are not originating in some other third country, including the 
other subject country, as the price impact is very severe. 
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(viii) It is settled law that the exporters alone have a locus, obUgation and capacity to 
furnish information and/or make submissions in the context of the computation of 
tTnormal value of the exporters. The exporters ^ve despite aU ava^^e 
opportunit«s as contemplated under Rule 6(4) deliberately failed o ^ 

iXmation. The provisions of Rule 6(8) squarely applies m the pre^nt ca^ aM 
of the present case^ and m view of the conduct of the exporters, the Authority has 
rightly proceeded on the basis of information furmshed by tte petitioners. 

Under Rule 6(4), the Authority issued a notice as mandated i^er 
c^iTg for any information, in a specified form. The Authonty also provided an 
to il exportots/importers to provide this tafonmtto^ which mfor^t^ 
as a matter of record, is whoUy inadequate and unsupport^ It “ 

further opportunity deserves to be given and the Authonty should proceed on the 
basis of Rule 6(8) applying the relevant non-market economy rules. 


(ix) 


.^n«nsc to the disclosure s tatement, the following submissions have bee n 


made:- 

The domestic industry respectfully submits that the Authority is te'ing unduly 
‘ the expoV whom it has correctly held as non-market ecotmmy 

Linpanies The underlined basis for treating a company as a non-marketmg 
e^Zmy compmy is that its input and other costs do not reflect its true cost of 
oroductton The^Authority by giving effect to all the mput and other costs 

provided by the exporters, who it has held to be non-market economy companies 

rti, “ 

provided by the exporter and give full effect to the dumping margin as praye 
by the Petitioners. 

(e) IN.nJRY. CAUSAL L .INK AND OTHER ISSUES 

in The Authority while finalising the final findings should enhance the duty to the 
^ dl5ng margin as calculated by the petitioners. Since the exporters have not 
furnished anv credible evidence of non-market economy, it is therefore our requ 
Lt the Authvifity should therefore finalise the duty on the basis of the calculation 
arrived by the petitioners as they are considered to be a non-market economy, 
nn While a^exaiSiation of several specified indices may be made, the specific 
^ nrovisions as to injury as also the settled position in law indicate that mjury may be 
Ctoly one Mee even .hough some of .he o.her Wiee may no. md-Ce a 

m^'the" n^'m '^here are clearly and unchallenged findings of pnce 
LereuJ?ing and price underselling. 1. is clear .ha. Uie domeslic mdustty .s 

forced .0 A .heir product a. a sizeable loss. ^ 

on the price effect, important indices are satisfied. Material mjury ha g y 

(iv) h l"sStted tLfS NIP is a confidential matter between the petitioner and the 

^ The petitioner has full standing in law as a domestic mdustry to bring this petiti 
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on its own. The exporters/importers therefore have no legal basis to demand that 
all the domestic producers should be required to file their costing and injury data. 

^ (vi) In any event, it is submitted that any inefficiency, if any, in the domestic industry 
would stand accounted for, by the practice of “normation” adopted by the 
Authority. 


In response to the disclos ure statement, the following submissions have hecn 

made;- 


(i) With reference to the condition of the exporters that the supporter must be subject 

to the same scrutiny and the petitioner, it is submitted that this demand is contrary 
to the position under the law. 

( ii) The very exclusion of the supporter from the purview of the domestic industry is 
primarily on account of the fact that its operations are affected by the relationship 
to its parent, who is also its largest customer. Without passing any judgement on 
the effect of the relationship on the profitability or otherwise of the supporter, it 
cannot be disputed that there is an impact of the relationship of the finances of the 
supporter. Thus, these figures cannot be accepted as a true measure of injury or 
laclc thereof to the domestic industry. 

(ill) With reference to the contention of the exporter that the obligation for payment of 
anti dumping duty is solely on the importers and they cannot be penalised for 
evasion of the same, and thus there can be no basis for retrospective imposition of 
duty, is vehemently denied and disputed. 

(iv) I'he fact is that there is continuous apd incessant dumping from the subject 
countries and this alone is adequate basis for imposition of anti dumping duties on 
a retrospective basis, and it is respectfully requested that the Authority should do 
so. 

(v) It is also pertinent to point out that the cost of the raw materials have dramatically 
increased in the recent past and the Authority should consider in^osing duties to 
an extent higher than the injury margin as calculated for the Period of Investigation 
in order to effectively address the dumping form the subject countries. 

2. M/s Hindustan Lever Limited 

(a) OTHER ISSUES:- 

(i) Hindustan Lever Ltd. consumes large quantities of STPP ( about 32000 T per 
annum) for manufacture of detergents and is satisfied with the quality and 
quantity of STPP manufactured locally. 

(ii) We also confirm that Hindustan Lever Ltd. sources its entire requirement of 
STPP from Hind Lever Chemicals Limited (HLCL), manufactured by HLCL. 

3. Importer’s Views 

No submissions have been made by any of the importers. 
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4 Exporter’s views 

1. Exporters from PR China 

(a) PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION & LIKE ARTICLE 

(i) STPP is of two types, because of different processes of manufacture and have also 
different uses. Since the ceramic grade and detergent grade of STPP command 
very different prices in the market, treating both types as one, leads to a distortion 
of the data and misleading results. It is therefore requested that the standmg, 
margin of dumping, non-injurious price and causal link be examined separately 
for each type of STPP. This would lead to more equitable and accurate results. 

(ii) The above argument is relevant also from the point of view that whereas the 
exporter is manufacturing a greater quantity of STPP used in the ceramic industry, 
the domestic industry is mainly manufacturing STPP used in the manufacture of 
detergents. As the process of manufacture and the properties of the end products 
are quite different, a separate determination is called for. In these circumstances, 
it is requested that an apple to apple comparison may be made of the types of 

STPP. ^ . , . 

(iii) The STPP for use in detergents is not fit for use in ceramics and vice versa, it is 
also our understanding that additional processes are required for manufacture of 
powder grade as against granular grade. Therefore, the comparison of the two 
types of product as one can not lead to meaningful results. 

(iv) Product under consideration has not been appropriately defined. The petitioners 
have stated that the two products are inter-changeable. However, they have 
themselves submitted that the use of STPP in detergents is for chelation of 
Calcium and Magnesium ions and whereas in the case ot ceramic industry it is 
used for deflocctulation. It is our submissions that the two types of STPP are not 
used interchangeably. The domestic industry has produced copies of certain 
invoices, which are dated May and June, 2002 in support. These invoices are of 
no relevance since they do not relate to the period of investigation. The domestic 
industry should be asked to produce invoices showing sale of STPP to the ceramic 
industry during the period of investigation. Moreover, the invoices provided do 
not indicate the prices of the two types of STPP and. therefore, it is not possible 
to establish any comparability as regards the price. Therefore, the statement that 
the grades used by ceramic industry and detergent industry are identical is totally 
false. In fact, the ceramic industry is mainly importing its requirements since the 
domestic industry product is for detergents. Therefore the issue of like article, 
dumping and 'mjury may be examined separately for SIPP for the detergent 
industry and that required for ceramic industry. 

In resnonse to the disclosure statement, t he following submissions have 

madet- 

(i) It was the submission of the exporters that ceramic grade and detergent grade of 
STPP are not like articles. It was also submitted that the ceramic industry is 
mainly meeting its requirement by purchasing the imported product. It was also 
pointed out that for the ceramic industry to use detergent grade certain additional 
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processes have to be carried out and it is not usable as such for that application. 
Moreover, the cost of production and prices of the two products are quite 
different. Therefore, even if they were treated as like article, without admitting 
the same, adjustments would have to be called for, in order to make a fair 
comparison with regard to price and cost of production. 

(ii) In the disclosure statement, it has been stated that both products were sold by the 
domestic industry, however, there is no indication whether the sales to different 
end users were at comparable prices. The difference in prices itself shows that in 
the market place they are not considered to be like articles. Had the products been 
identical, there would have been no price differential. It is requested that 
appropriate enquiries may be made in this regard. 

(b) S l ANDING OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

(i) a has been stated that the decision of the CEGAT in the case of RINL is 
applicable. As mentioned earlier, there is no such identity as a Hindustan Lever 
Group. In fact, two public limited companies can never be related. In this regard, 
reliance is placed on the decision in the case of Alembic Glass Industries Ltd' 
V CCE, reported in 2002(143) ELT 244 (SC) wherein the assessee and the 
purchaser company held shares in each other and were having common Chairman 
and three Directors. In spile of these facts, the Hon’ble Supreme Court held that 
the two companies were not related nor did they have any interest in the business 
ot each other. It is submitted that this decision is fiilly applicable to the present 
case since the manufacturer and its purchasers are both public limited companies. 


lij_i'csponse to the disclo sure statement, the following submissions have been 

made:- 


(i) It is submitted that the Authority has not given any finding as to why the decision 
of the Apex Court is not applicable in the facts of the present case. This decision 
IS binding and any finding contrary thereto is unsustainable m law. The two 
companies, namely, HLL and HLCL are separate entities, they are not related and 
sale from one to the other does not amount to captive consun:q>tion. In fact, 
captive consumption is a case, where there is no sale. Admittedly, the goods are 
sold from one to the other and such sales cannot be treated as captive 
consumption. It is further submitted that there is no evidence on record to show 
that the two compames account such sales as captive consumption in their books 
of accounts, such as balance sheet, profit and loss account, etc. There is no 
infoimation regarding the manner of fixation of the sale price, or whether by 
virtue of the shareholding. M/s HLCL were under obligation to sell a particular 
quantity to M/s HLL. The mere fact of shareholding is not sufficient to show 
that their goods do not enter the market. The decision in the case of Metcoke there 
is not applicable in the present case. 

(ii) The Authority has held that the sales are not at arms length. It is submitted that as 
per the decision cited above of the Hon’ble Supreme Court, mere shareholding is 
not sufficient to hold that the sales are not at arms length. Moreover, relationship 
may at best be a factor, which may affect the price, but relationship would not 
convert the sales of one public limited company to another into c^ive 
consumption. The findings in this regard require reconsideratioa 
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(iii) The Authority holds that MJs HLCL also supports the anti dumping petition. It is 
submitted that the support should not be in the form of a mere letter, but such 
support should be expressed by providing the information in prescribed format, 
subject to verification by this Authority. It is submitted that no reasons have been 
given why M/s HLCL has not provided the relevant information nor whether they 
were asked to do so by this Authority. In these circumstances, it is submitted tlrat 
the test of standing is not satisfied. We submit that in absence of the requisite 
information, they should not be treated as a cooperative manufacturer, and the 
letter cannot be considered sufficient compliance m Rule 5. 

(iv) The Authority has failed to consider the submissions regarding the relationship of 
the petitioner with the exporters of this commodity in other countries. This aspect 
may also be looked into. 

(c) DUMPING 

NORMAL VALUE 

(i) The preliminary findings do not indicate the selection of the third country market 
economy, nor have the exporters or importer been provided an opportunity to 
offer any views regarding the selection. The determination of normal value is 
therefore not consistent with the Rules. 

(ii) It is submitted that China is a market economy, and efforts are being made to 
provide further evidence in this regard Without prejudice, it is submitted that 
under Paragraph 7 of Annexure I, the parties to the mvestigation are to be 
informed without unreasonable delay the selection of the market ewnomy third 
country and are to be given a reasonable period of time to offw their comments. 
The preliminary findings do not indicate the selection of the third country market 
economy, nor have the exporters or importers been provided an opportunity to 
offer any views regarding the selection. The determination of normal value is 
therefore not consistent with the Rules. 

In rftsnnnse to the disclosure statement, th e foUowmg submissions have b,<yn 

made:- 

(i) In the disclosure statement, it has been held that the exporters have implicitly 

accepted that China is a non-market economy as they have expressed a desire to 
know the surrogate country. This finding is categorically denied The stand of 
the exporters is that they are a market economy, however, without prejudice to 
this submission, if they are treated as a non-market economy, they should be 
informed regarding selection of surrogate country. . . _ 

(ii) It is further submitted that the proceedings with regard to the detemunatioii of 
normal value have been done in gross violation of principles of nature justice. 
The Rules provide that information regarding selection of surrogate country 
should be provided and the basis for such selection, to the ejqwrter so as they can 
make submissions in this regard. The selection of India as a surrogate country 
was made known to the exporters vide letter dated 25.11.2002. The exporters 
were granted a week’s time to offer their comments. It is submitted that the 
investigations were initiated in February, 2002. This information has been 
provided in the end of November with only a week’s time for filing a response. 
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No adequate opportunity has been provided for making meaningful submissions. 

No adequate opportunity has been provided for making meaningful subniis.sions. 
Moreover, it is incumbent on the Authority to examine the various criteria in the 
Rules so as to make the selection. The disclosure does not reflect the parameters 
which were taken into consideration for such selection. 

(iii) It is denied that China and India can be considered comparable with regard to the 
level ol development. The selection is therefore not justified. 

(d) INJURY,. CAUSAL LINK AND OTHER ISSUES 

(i) The level of sales of the domestic industry has remained more or less constsmt in 
the last two years. The proportion of imports as compared to the total production 
is minimal and therefore could not have had any significant impact on the 
domestic industry. In fact, the change in market share is nominal. It is requested 
that the market share of the petitioner and HLCL should be taken together, this 
would show that the market share of Indian manufacturers has not at all declined 
during the period of investigation. It is submitted that there is no injury 
whatsoever to the domestic industry and there is also a total absence of x^ausal 
link. 

(ii) There is also insufficient disclosure regarding the manner of determination of 
NIP, which appears to be on the higher side. It is requested that details may be 
provided in this regard on a non-confidential basis. 

(iii) It is submitted that in the present case, the bulk of the imports are for use in 
ceramics. The manufacturers in India mainly cater to detergent industry. The 
imports of ceramic grade STPP cannot cause injury to manufacturers of detergent 
grade STPP. 

(iv) It is submitted that M/s Chung Chemicals Sdn. Bhd., Malaysia, Chongquing 
Chaungdong Chemicals (Group) C. Ltd., China, Yunnan Chengjiang Phosphate 
Chemistry Industry General Company and Shandong YanZhou Mingyue 
Chemical Co; & Ltd. have not made any exports to India since May 2002. It is 
also submitted that the levels of duty are very high and it is not commercially 
viable for the exporters to sell the goods to India at these prices. 

(v) It has also been stated that the other producer has put on record its support, for 
this petition. In this regard it is requested that if the other producer is supporting 
this ijetition, then it must do so by providing all the information in the prescribed 
format. On examination of this information, it would be clearly revealed that 
such company is selling its products above non-injurious price and that there is a 
total lack of injury. It would also show that the non-injurious price as fixed by 
this Authority is clearly on the higher side. It is, therefore, requested that if the 
other producer is supporting this petition, then this support should be expressed 
by providing all the information to the authority and to exporters on a non- 
confidential basis. We understand that no such information has been provided to 
the Authority nor have any non-confidential copies thereof been provided to us. 
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In response to the digclosnre stateineiit. the following submisgioas have been 

made:- 

(i) There are no findings on the aspect of injiuy. It is requested that all the 
par ame ters as prescribed in the Bed Linen Case may be examined for a ptopo' 
appreciation of the injury, if any and the causal link with the exports fiom China. 

(ii) We therefore deny that the petitioners have standing as domestic industry or that 
there is any dumping or causal injury. 

(e) OTHER ISSUES 

(i) In the present case, the bulk of the imports are for use in ceramics. The 
manufocturers in India mainly cater to detergent mdustry. The imports of ceramic 
grade STPP cannot cause injury to manufectures of detergent grade STPP. 
Moreover, the duty will not result in free and feir trade but will only promote 
distortion in the local market to the detriment of the user industries. 

(ii) We have filed non-confidential information summarising the confidential 
information given. We would request the Authority to give suitable directions if it 
is of the view that any part of its submission is not sufficiently descripted. 

(iii) It is submitted that obligation to pay duty is on the importers and, tterefore, the 
exporters cannot be penalised for any non-compliance by the importCTS. 
Moreover, if any clearances have been made without payment of aj^ropriate 
duties, the Customs Department would initiate proceedings under the Customs Act 
and the exporters have no objection to this. However, this cannot 1^ a ground for 
retrospective imposition of duty. In frict, the clearance of goods without payment 
of duties is not known to the exporters. However, if such clearances have taken 
place tl«n action is warranted against the Customs Officers concerned and the 
concerned importers.. As regards. M/s Nepti^ Overseas, it is denied that they 
have cleared any goods in violation of the notification in this regard, issu^ by the 
Ministry of Finance, It is ,therefore, requested that the duties may be withdrawn 
on the basis of the information provided by the eiqwrters and M/s Neptune 
Overseas Ltd. 

2. Tainei Economic and Cultural Cent re. New Delhi 

(a) DUMPING 

(i) According to Import-Export Custom statistics of Taiwan, there is no record of 
STPP ejqiorted to India during the period of investigation. Even M/s China 
Petrochemical Development Corporation as listed by the petitioner as exporter to 
India, has stopped production of the said item since November, 1996. 

(ii) This similar situation has ever happened in many othCT anti dumping cases agai^ 
Taiwan. We are very concerned ^y custom statistics recorded in both countnes 
are different in roost of the case. 
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(b) INJURY, CAUSAL LINK AND OTHER ISSUES 

(i) Injury suffered by the domestic industry as a result of imported item from Taiwan 
should be checked. The import quantity from Taiwan as per the DGCIS data is 
only about 106 tons during 1.4.2000 to 30.6.2001, which means about 10 tons per 
month. This few quantities cannot cause serious injury to the domestic industry. 

ln_responsc to the disclosure statement, the following siihmigiiions have 
been made;- 


(i) At the hearing, one representative of petitioner also expressed. Accordin g to their 
information, Taiwan seems not the right place of manufacturing and exporting the 
Accused product-STPP. It is also proposed to form one coordinate or task force 
to recheck and verify, to find out the reason wily make both sides export- imp ort 
statistics figures different. It is requested to recheck the relevant shipping 
documents and certificate of origin. 

(ii) As regards Taiwan, the Authority notes the submissions made by representative of 
Embassy of Taiwan on no exports from Taiwan. Transaction-wise data was 
called from DGCl&S which shows “Shekou” as port of export. We would like to 
respond that Taiwan does not have a port called “Shekou”, we doubt it, the port 
probably under East Coast area of China. 

(iii) The export volume of STPP on DGCI&S data only 106 ton, covering 
investigation period of 14 months, is really minimal, as also as mentioned, 
“Shekou” as port of export, not in Taiwan. 

(iv) We strongly request the Authority to commit the endorsement to recheck and 
verify the proper data, documents of importation in this case by designated 
authorities of both countries. 

C. EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY 

1 PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND I.IKE ARTICI.E 

rhe Authority notes the various submissions made by the exporters/importers 
regarding different grades of STPP and their different end uses. The authority also notes 
that it has been submitted by the exporters that the domestic industry produces only one 
grade that too for the detergent sector and not for the ceramic sector whereas the grade 
imported from PR China is for use in the ceramic sector. The Authority in this regard 
after due verification of Domestic Industry notes that the domestic industry has been 
selling SrPP both to the users in the detergent and ceramic sectors and that it is 
evidenced from the sales made during the POI on the basis of the domestic selling 
invoices. The Authority also notes that the production process for both the end users is 
same and that the interchangeability of the subject goods in the two sectors is established 
by the fact of interchangeability of these grades at the customer level. The Authority also 
notes that the Domestic Industry has the capability to make powder, granular, hydrated. 
Medium Temperature Rise (MTR) and High Temperature Rise (HTR) grades of the 
subject goods and has sold the subject goods to detergent and ceramic sectors to an extent 
of 16196 MT and 3998 MT respectively. 




The Authority notes that it has been consistent stand of the petitioners that the 
two are identical, and this was proven by invoices of sales to both consumers in tte 
detergent industry and those in the ceramic industry. The Authority notes that wrth 
specific reference to the pricing between the two users groups, the only difference, if any 
in the pricing was driven'by the volume of purchase. 

In absence of any evidence on behalf of exporters/importers to show the 
difference in the chemical properties between the so called detergent and the reraimc 
grade, the Authority therefore confirms the product under consideration as defined m the 
Preliminary findings dated 9* May, 2002 under Para C.l and also holds that the subject 
goods imported from the subject countries and that manufactured by the domestic 
industry are Like Article within the meaning of the Rule 2(d) as held in the preliminary 
finding in Para C.2. 


2. STANDING OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 

The Authority notes the submissions made by exporters/importers regardii^ the 
standing of the petitioner to represent the Domestic Industry. The Authorrty also notes 
that submissions regarding linkages of M/s HLL and M/s HLCL being mo different legal 
entities has been made and further it has been submitted that the sales of Ws HLCL 
cannot be treated as captive. The Authority however notes that 76% of the sales of M/s 
Hind Lever Chemicals Ltd. (HLCL) whose 50% shares are held by M/s Hindust^ Lever 
Limited (HLL) are made to M/s HLL and these as such do not enter into the market. M/s 
HLCL has also indicated that their sales for merchant purposes are only 24% of then total 
sales in period of investigation. The Authority therefore proposes to hold that su^ sales 
by M/s HLCL to M/s HLL cannot be held at arms length. Keeping in view the Honble 
CEGAT’s judgement in Metcoke case, the Authority proposes to hold that in the pre^nt 
case also, the merchant sales of M/s HLCL can only be considered to an extent of 13737 
MT in period of investigation. The Authority considered these arguments o e 
exportersTimporters appropriately in line of the Hon’ble CEGAT’s judgement in the 
Metcoke case on the issue of captive consumption. The Authority also notes that even i 
the total sales of M/s HLCL to M/s HLL were not considered captive, the Pf ‘[wner 
would even then qualify the test of standing as per Anti Dumping rule 5(3) (a) and (b) 


The Authority notes that exporters have reiterated the issue of relationship of 
M/s HCL and M/s HLCL. In absence of any basis for the exporters/importers claim that 
M/s HCL and M/s HLCL are not related and the fact that M/s HCL was the dominant 
shareholder for M/s HLCL during Period of Investigation, the Authority con&ms the 
standing of the petition for the purpose of filing the anti dumpmg petition. The Authority 
notes that M/s HLCL has also specifically supported the anti dumping petrtion and ttet 
by virtue of this support qualifies the test of standing as per Rule 5(3) (a) and (b) also 
represent the Domestic Industry as per Rule 2(b). The Authority confirms the findings on 
standing and Domestic Industry as per the preliminary findings. 
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3 NC»RMAL VALUE,EXPORT PRICE : 

Under Section 9A(1)( c), normal value in relation to an article means:- 

(i) The comparable price, in the ordinary course of trade, for the like article when 
meant for consumption in the exporting country or territory as determined m 
accordance with the rules made under sub-section(6); or 

(ii) When there are no sales of the like article in the ordinary course of trade in 
domestic market of the exporting country or territory, or when because of the 
particular market situation or low volume of the sales in the domestic market of 
the exporting country or territory, such sales do not permit a proper conqiarison, 
the normal value shall be either:- 

(a) Comparable representative price of the like article when exported from the 
exporting country or territory or an appropriate third country as 
determined in accordance with the rules made under sub-section (6); or 

(b) The cost of production of the same article in the country of origin along 
with reasonable addition for administrative, selling and general costs and 
for profits, as determined in accordance with the rules made under sub¬ 
section (6); 

Provided that in case of import of the article from a country other than the country 
of origin and where the article has been merely transshipped through the country of 
export or such article is not produced in the country of export or there is no con^iarabie 
price in the country of export, the normal value shall be determined with reference to its 
price in the country of origin. 

The Authority also notes the amended Anti Dumping Rules as notified vide 
Notification dated 15.7.99, 31.5.2001 and 4.12.2002 as also indicated in the Initiation 
Notification. 

The normal value and ex-fectory export price determination is illustrated below:- 
1 PR CHINA 

NORMAL VALUE 

The Authority notes the submissions made by the exporter regarding the third 
country, v4iich has been considered for the purpose of constructing the normal value for 
China. It has also been mentioned that the exporter is operating under the free market 
economy conditions. However the Authority notes that on four specific parameters as 
indicated in Anti Dun^mg Rules read with Custom Notifications No.44/99(N.T.) dated 
is"* July, 1999, 28/2001(N.T/) dated 3\^ May, 2001 and 1/200l(NT-Customs dated 4* 
January, 2002., there have been no specific evidence which has been provided for the 
purpose of treating exporter as operating under market economy conditions. The 
Authority also notes that it has been indicated in the preliminary findings under Para 4.1 
that “for the purpose of the preliminary determination pending final determination, the 
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Authority proposes to consider China as a non-market economy in respect of the subject 
goods under investigation and proposes to construct the normal value on the basis of the 
cost of production details made available by the petitioner with appropriate adjustments”. 
Therefore the constructed normal value has been referenced on the basis of intematioiiial 
raw material prices and also other normated cost components ip India with appropriate 
adjustments. 

The rqjresentative of exporters was also informed of the same vide letter dated 
25.11.2002, In response to this letter, the exporter vide fex dated 2.12.2002 has 
submitted as under:- 

(i) Under Paragraph 7 of Annexure-1 to the Rules, Normal Value is to be determined 
on the basis of the price or value in market economy third country. >^^e this is 
not possible the value may be determined on any other reasonable basis including 
price actually paid or payable in India. From your letter, it appe^s that the 
Authority has constructed the Normal Value on the basis of the information 

available for India. . • • l* 

(ii) We deny that China is a non market economy. Without prejudice to this 
submission, we submit that in terms of Paragraph 7 of the selection of the third 
country is to be made keeping in view the level of development of the country 
concerned and the product in question. Due account is to^ be taken of any 
information available at the time of selection and the parties are to be informed 
without unreasonable delay. We submit that clarification does not disclose the 
basis for the conclusion that the level of development of India and China and 
comparable. It also does not indicate whether other third countries were 
considered for making the selection. 

(iii) We also submit that as an exporter, we should be provided information as regards 
the selection process and the Normal Value, which has been determined for us 
and the basis for such determination. Since this construction of value relates to 
our cost of production, we submit that we should be given ^propriate opportumty 
to make comments in this behalf. We would, therefore, request to provide 
detailed calculation method for arriving at the proposed Normal Value with an 
opportunity to offer our comments on a confidential basis. 

The Authority in view of the submissions made by the exporter during the public 
hearing and subsequent to the preliminary findings and also in response to letter dated 
25.11.2002 notes that no specific evidence has been provided winch justifies tlw firm s 
operation on market economy practice though in response to the preliminary findings and 
during the public hearing, the exporter indicated that specific evidences would be 
provided. The Authority notes that subsequent to the disclosure statement, the exporters 
have reiterated their views as to no adequate opportunity has been provided for making 
meaningfiil submissions but have not provided any submission, whatsoever, in this 

regard. 

Also from the response dated 2.12.2002, the exporter has implicitly admitted 
China as non-market economy as they have expressed their desire to know the surrogate 
country. However, there has been no argument as to why India can not be a 
representative and a surrogate country for referencing Normal Value for China. The 
Authority therefore proposes to consider China as a non-market economy for the purpose 
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of final determination since in cases of exports of Steel Concrete Reinforcing Bars by PR 
China to USA dated 22.6.2001, ejqwrts of Bicycles by China to EU dated 30.6.2001 and 
exports of non-frozen apple juice concentrate by China to EU dated 13.4.2002 rhiiw has 
been treated as non-market economy as also indicated in preliminary findings. The 
Authority therefore confirms the methodology as adopted during the preliminary findings 
and as adequately described in the disclosure statement and to consider the international 
raw material prices as also correlated with the response given by the exporter and duly 
normated cost components for other elements of cost of production in India, the 
appropri ate third country being considered for the purpose of construct ing Normal Value. 

As regards the selection process, the capacity of the plants of two exporters 
compare with the capacity of the petitioner and that even the raw material cost 
component of constructed Normal Value gets correlated with the exporters 
However, on the other cost components where the exporter is unable to evidence these to 
be considered on market economy principle, the cost components duly normated by 
referencing the petitioner’s data viz. India beii^ the appropriate third countiy is 
appropriate keeping in view the fact that capacities of exporter and petitioner are also 
comparable. 

Subsequent to disclosure statement, the issues regarding China being a non- 
market economy and selection of surrogate country have again been raised. The 
Authority notes that the fact of treating China as non-market economy was adequately 
made clear at the time of initiation and reiterated in the preliminary findings. The 
Authority notes that in spite of having repeated notice of the treatment as a non-market 
economy, and that India would be the basis of the construction, the in^wrters/ejqxuters 
have not provided any data for treatment of China as a market economy. No principles 
of natural justice have been violated as the exporters had repeated and adequate notice 
and several opportunities to discharge their burden. Notwithst^ing the above and in the 
absence of any specific information on the market economy status of the conpany, the 
Authority has nevertheless de-facto given effect to the data (wherever considered 
adequate) filed by the exporters. The Authority confirms that the normal value and the 
weighted average normal value is referenced as ****$/MT 

f or M/'s Chongqing Chuandong Chemicals (Group) Company Limited, PR China, 
the Authority has considered CIF price on the basis of response by the exporter and trader 
in Malaysia and allowed adjustments on ocean fieigfat, ocean insurance, parlcing^ inland 
freight, inland insurance, handling, sales ejqienses, port eiqienses and clearing and 
handling. The Authority notes that the exporter M/s Yunnan Chengjiang Phosphate 
Chemical Industry General Company, PR China is 100% State owned. Information on 
charges beyond ex-factory charged to be given in Annexures 4, 5 and 6 were not 
provided by the exporter though indicated in their response dated 19.4.2002. The 
Authority has therefore referenced adjustments on ocean fright, inland freight, 
commission, port expenses on the basis of best available information ‘as given by 
petitioner and the other cooperative exporter M/s Chongqing Chuandong Chemicals 
(Group) Company Limited, PR China. The adjustments on ocean freight and inland 
freight has been referenced on the data given by M/s Chongqing Chuandong Chemicals 
(Group) Company Limited. The port expenses considered @ 2% of CIF also correlate 
with the information given by M/s Chongqing Chuandong Chemicals (Group) Con^y 
Limited. Since the exports made by M/s Chongqing Chuandong Chemicals (Group) 
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Company Limited were also through a trader and sales expenses are taken as adjustment, 
for M/s Yunnan Chengjiang Phosphate Chemical Industry General Company, PR China, 
Commission @ 3% on CIF is proposed to be considered. 


2.. TAIWAN 

The Authority notes the submissions made regarding NIL exports fiom Taiwan 
during the period under consideration. These have been examined. DGCI^S have 
confirmed that import data is tabulated in accordance with country of consignment code 
as reported in Daily Trade Return (DTR) supplied by the customs authorities. As per 
their records, it was observed that the country of consignment was reported as Chinese 
Taipei by the Nava Sheva port. The port authorities were contacted who have confirmed 
that no import of the product under consideration has been effected during Taiwan during 
1.4.2000 to 30.6.2001. 

In view of the above, the Authority therefore drops the investigation against 
imports of subject goods originating in or exported from Chinese Taipei (Taiwan). 

4. DUMPING-Comparison of Normal Value and Export Price 

The rules relating to comparison provides as follows; 

“While arriving at margin of dumping, the Designated Authority shall 
make a fair comparison between the export price and the normal value. The 
comparison shall be made at the same level of trade, normally at ex-works level, 
and in respect of sales made at as nearly possible the same time. Due allowance 
shall be made in each case, on its merits, for differences which affect price 
comparability, including differences in conditioiis and terms of sale, taxation, 
levels of trade, quantities, physical characteristics, and any other differences 
which are demonstrated to affect price comparability”. 

The Authority has carried out weighted average normal value comparison 
with the weighted average ex-factory export price in Period of investigation, for 
evaluation of the dumping margin for all the exporters/producers of the subject 
country. 
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The dumping margin of all exporters/producers comes as under:- 


Exporter 

Normal 

Value 

$/MT 

Export 

Price 

$/MT 

Dunq)ing 

Margin(%) 

PR China 

1. M/s Chongqii^ Chuandong Chemicals 


♦ ♦♦♦ 

71.65 

(Group) Company Limited (exporter 
M/s Chung Chemicals SON BHD, 
Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia) 

2. M^s Yunnan Chengjiang Phosphate 



' 57.60 

Chemical Industry General Company 

3. Producers/exporters other than M/s 
Chongqing Chuandong Chemicals 
(Group) Company Limited and M/s 
Yunnan Chengjiang Phosphate 

Chemical Industry General Company 



211.15 


5. INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK 

The relevant Rules pertaining to injury determination include the 
foilowing:- 

IJnder Rule 11 supra, Annexure-H, when a finding of injury is arrived at, 
such finding shall involve determination of the injury to the domestic industry, 

“.taking into account all relevant facts, including the volume of dumped 

imports, their effect on prices in the domestic market for like articles and the 
consequent effect of such imports on domestic producers of such articles....” In 
considering the effeet*of the dumped imports on prices, it is considered necessary 
to examine whether there has been a significant price undercutting by the 
dumped imports as compared with the price of the like article in India, or 
whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a significant 
degree or prevent price increases, which otherwise would have occurred, to a 
significaat degree. 

For the examination of the impact of the dumped imports on the domestic 
industry in India, we may consider such indices having a bearing on the state of 
industry as production, capacity utilisation, sales quantum, stock, profitability, 
net sales realisation, the magnitude and margin of dumping etc. in accordance 
with Annexure Il(iv) of the rules supra. 
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The Authority notes and observes the following economic parameters in 
the case of domestic industry;* 

(a) Sales Volume & Value 


Petitfoner*s Total Sales Volume & Value 


Year 

Sales VolumelSales Volume 

(MT) rMT) 

(Indigenous) ICExports) 

Sales Value 
(Rs. In lakhs) 

Unit Price 
(RS./MT) 

1998-1999 

16151 

1486 

4946 

28043 

1999*2000 

17881 

829 

5309 

28374 

1.4.2000 To 
30.6.2001 

POI 

(ISMonths) 

20195 

304 

6006 

29300 

2000-2001 

(Actual) 

16160 

303 

4805 

29187 


The volume of sales by the Petitioners has gone down fiom 17881 MT in the 
financial year 1999-2000 to 16160 MT in the financial year 2000-2001. 

It is potinent to point out that on account of increase in raw material price, the 
cost of production of Petitioner has gone up and therefore while it seems that the 
PetitioMTS are realizing higher price in the period of investigation as against the 
price in 1999-2000, the foct is that on account of escalating costs;, but the 
profitability is drastically reduced to the level of losses. 

Further, because of the pressure on prices fix>m dumping fit>m the subject 
countries, the domestic industry is not ifole to realize a foir price or a reasonable 
rate of return, as would be discussed in the following paragraphs. 

(b) Output/Productivity & Capacity utilization 

It may be seen that the production by the Petitioners in quantitrtive terms went up 
during the period of investigation (IS Months) over the preceding financial year. 
However if it is conq>ared to financial year, it is gone down fiom 18984 MT in 
FY 1999-2000 to 16337 MT in the FY 2000-2001. It may be observed finm the 
foUowing table that in quantitative terms there has been a huge decrease in the 
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capaci^ utilization of the Petitioners to the extent of about 11% in the period of 
investigation (annualized) over the preceding financial year. 


ear 

Capacity (MTl 

Production (MT) 

Capacity Utilization 
(%) 

1998-1999 

25000 

17280 

69% 

1999-2000 

25000 

18984 

76% 

1.4.2000 To 

30.6.2001 

POI (ISMonths) 

31250 

20421 

65% 

Annualized for 12 
months 

25000 

16337 

^ I 

65% 


(c) Inventories 


The inventories of the Petitioner has decreased fi-om 138.11 MT at the end of 
March 2000 to 73.69 MT as on 30.06.200h 

(d) Employment 


Due to large volume of import fiom subject countries. Petitioner is unable to run 
Its plant upto installed cap^ity. As seen above capacity utilization of Petitioner is 
going dow^ and therefore import fiom subject countries have forced Petitioner to 
lay off their employees. A massive VRS was put in to place, for which the 
etrtioner took terms loans from banks/financial institutions, as was verified by 
the officers of the Designated Authority. Employee strength has gone down fi-om 
510m financial year 1999-2000 to 326 in period of investigation. 

(e) Wages 

Ko inqjact on wages as wages are determined according to the Labour Laws. The 
wages cannot be changed according to the financial health of the petitioner 
compames. However, the overall wage bill came down on account of the 
reduction in the work force on account of VRS. 

(f) Increased imports fiom the subject country. 

It can be seen fiom the following table that the imports fiom China in comparison 
to the financial 1999-2000 was 332 MT have gone up to 913 MT in Period Of 
Investigation. __ 


Year ~ 

Imports fi-om China (MT) 

1998-1999 ^ 

294* 

1999-2000 

332* 

1.4.2000 To 30.6.2001 

POI (ISMonths) 

913* 


■"Source - DGCIS 
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(g) Selling Prices of Imports from Subject Countries 

It is clear from the table given below that as against an average CIF jwice of Rs 
20020 per MT in the year 1999-2000, the imports from subject country for the 
period of investigation came at an average price of Rs. 14190 per MT. 


Year 

Rate Per Ton Rs. (GIF) 

1998-1999 

20120* 

1999-2000 

20020* 

1.4.2000 To 30.6.2001 H 

POI (ISMonths) 

14190* 


♦Source - DGCIS 

T his severe pric ing reduction has manifested itself in loss of market share and 
losses to the Petitioners. 

(h) . Evidence of lost contracts 

The complainant domestic industry tried hs best to hold on to the custom^. Yet 
the feet that 1883 MT (Period of Investigation - China - 913MT) of total inports 
arrived into India during POI is adequate evidence that it tast potential customers. 

(i) Magnitude of Margin of Dumping 

According the estimates made by the Petitioners, the margin of dunping worte 
out to 219.42 % for the subject country. This is very significant, and it is 
requested that the Designated Authority consider imposing duties to the foil 
extent of the Dumping Margin. 

(j) Actual and potential negative effect on cash flows 

As is clear from the table on return on investment, the domestic industry hM not 
been able to earn even nominal returns on the capital employed. This left 
considerable impact on cash flows. 

(k) Growth 

Due to the nominal returns in the industry and continued dunped unports, the 
domestic industry is not in a position to grow in its natural phase. 
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(l) Threat of Injury; 

To demonstrate the availability of additional capacity in China. The Petitioners 
provided data of one of the largest producers of STPP in C hina This shows that 
the Producer has a capacity of200 thousand metric tonnes per year. In additional 
they categorically state a “supplying capability” of 5000 mt per month - which is 
several times higher than their monthly et^its to TnHin 

(m) Market Share of Imports from Subject Country (% of Total Demand) 


Year 

In^orts from China 
(MT) 

Total Demand 
(MT) 

% share 
(Rs/MT) 

1998-99 

294 

34834 

0.84% 

1999-00 

332 

39339 

0.84% 

1.4.2000 to 
30.6.2001 

jPOP- 

^3 

44897 

2.03% 


(n) Return on Investment (Capital Employ ed) 


As enumerated above the Petitioner is operating at a loss and thus the Petitioner 
lias not been able to earn any return on its investments. The table below shows the 
return on capital employed by the Petitioner. _ 



Return on Investment 

Period of 

Investigation 

(Rs/MT) 

1 . , 

Sales (MT) 

20499 


Production (MT) 

20421 

3 . 

Total Capital Employed (Rs. Lacs) (net worth) 

2280 

4 . 

Cost of Total Sales (Rs. lacs) with interest 

6113 

5 . 

Total Sales (Rs. lacs) 

6006 

6 . 

Actual profit/loss (Rs. lacs) (5-4) 

-107 

ROCE (Return on Capital Employed) (6/3) 

-4.69% 


The above calculation as provided by the Petitioners and includes VRS payments 
made) 


(o) Price Underselling 


The landed value of the product under consideration from Subject Country is 
much lower than the prices the domestic industry ou^t to have realized on the 
sales of the subject goods. The following table will show the extent to which the 
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dumped imports from the subject covmtry are underselling in the domestic market. 
The injurious effect of tills high level of price undersellii^ has had a direct and 
deleterious effect on the financial performance of the domestic industry. 




Rs/MT 

1. 

Desirable Selling Price pf Domestic Industry (Excluding 
Excise Duty) 

31749 

m 

♦Landed Value (CIF Value (Rs. 14190 for the POI) 

+ Basic Duty (35%) 

19156.50 

3. 

Extent of Underselling 

12592.50 

4. 

% of Underselling (3/1) 

39166% 


* As per DGCI&S 


(p) Price Undercutting 

The effect of the injury to the domestic industry due to dunked imports is further 
accentuated by the fert that not only the subject goods are being undersold, the 
eiqiorters from the subject countries are also uidulging in price undercuttuig. The 
landed value (i.e., the GIF price plus customs duty) of the dunqied imports has 
been much belo;W the selling price pf the domesitic industry during the period of 
investigation. 

6. cAmjkh hfim 

In establishing that the material injury to the domestic industry has been 
caused by the imports from PR China, the Authority holds that the gradual 
increase in market share of imports from PR China and its sales at reduced rates 
has resulted in decline in the market share of the petitioner. Hence, the dumped 
imports have had the price/volume effect on the domestic industry. In examining 
the price effect, the Authority notes that these imports significantly under cut the 
prices of the domestic product forcing the domestic industry to sell at 
unremunerative prices. Resultantly, the domestic industry incurred losses having 
impact on its employment and losing contracts. The material injury to the 
domestic industry was, therefore, caused by the dumped imports from PR China. 

Contraction of demand is not apparent or any other such factor which 
could have resulted in injury to the domestic industry, has been noticed. 

7. OTHER ISSUES 

The Authority holds that as regards non-payment of anti dumping duty during 
imports/cleardnce, the matter primarily concerns the implementation authorities at ports 
and if the same has happened on account of any ambiguity in the description of goods, 
the concenwd uiterested parties may bring the same to the notice of the Designated 
Authority. 
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7. INDIAN INDUSTRY’S INTEREST: 

The piirpose of anti dumping duties in general is to eliminate dumping which is 
causing injury to the domestic industry and to re-establish a situation of open and fair 
con^tition in the ItKlian market, which is in the general interest of the country. 

The Authority recognizes that the imposition of anti dumping duties might affect 
the price levels of the products manufactured using subject goods and consequently might 
have some influence on relative competitiveness of these products. However, fair 
con^tition on the Iiulian market will not be reduced by the anti dunging measures. On 
the contrary, imposition of anti dumping measures would remove the unfair advantages 
gained by dumpii^ practices, would prevent the decline of the domestic industry and help 
maintain availability of wider choice to the consumers of subject goods. The 
Authority notes that the imposition of anti dumping measures would not restrict imports 
from the subject countries in any way, and therefore, would not affect the availability of 
the product to the consumers. 


8, LANDED VALUE 

The landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable value as 
determined by the customs under Customs Tariff Act, 1962 and applicable level of 
custom duties except duties levied under Section 3, 3A, 8B, 9, 9A of the Customs Tariff 
Act, 1975 

D. CONCLUSIONS; 

9. The Authority has, after considering the foregoing, come to the conclusion that; 

(a) The subject goods originating in or exported from subject country has been 
exported to India below Normal Value, resulting in dumping; 

(b) The Indian industry has suffered material injury by way of financial losses due 
to depressed Net Sales Realisation (NSR) on account of price depression 
caused by low landed prices of dunked subject goods. 

(c) The injury has been caused to the domestic industry by dumping of subject 
goods originating in or exported from the subject country. 

(d) It is considered necessary to impose definitive anti dumping duty on inqiorts 
of subject goods originating in or exported from the subject country. 

(e) It was considered to recommend the amount of anti dumping duty equal to the 
nuirgin of dumping or lower so as to remove the injury to the domestic 
industry accrued on account of dunging. Accordingly, it is proposed that 
definitive anti dumping duties equal to the difference between the reference 
aniount in Column 3 below and the landed value be imposed, on all imports 
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of subject goods originating in or exported from People’s Republic of China 
'under Chapter 28 Customs Sub-heading 2835.31 . 


1 

SI.No. 

Name of the exporter/producer 

Amount 

($/MT) 

1. 

M/s Chongqing Chuandong Chemicals (Group) 

661.8^ 


Company Limited (exporter M/s Chi^ 
Chemicals SON BHD, Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia) 


2- 

M/s Yunnan Chengjiang Phosphate Chemical 
Industry General Company 

661.84 

3. 

All other producers/exporters other 
than M/s Chongqing Chuandong Chemicals 
(Group) Company Limited and M/s Yunnan 
Chengjiang Phosphate Chemical 

061.84 


(f) Subject to the above, the Authority confirms the Preliminary Findings 
dated 9*" May, 2002. 

(O) An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise 
and Gold (Control) Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act, 

supra. 


L. V. SAPTHARISHI, Designated Authority 
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